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ILLINOIS VOLUNTEERS IN NEW MEXICO, 1847-1848

LEE MYERS

No

FACET of frontier New Mexico history has been more completely ignored than the story of a regiment of Illinois volunteers
who served here during the Mexican War. Every account of that
conflict in the West includes the exploits of Alexander Doniphan's
First Missouri Volunteers: their remarkable march down the Rio
Grande, their defeat of Mexican forces at El Brazito, the occupation of El Paso, and their phenomenal feats at Chihuahua. 1 Almost equally well known are the actions of Sterling Price's Second
Missouri Volunteers in quelling the Taos Rebellion. 2 But who has
heard of the First, or Fifth, Illinois who marched across the plains
in 1847 to relieve Price's troops, and of their approximately twelve
months' service in New Mexico?
Illinois state records, which one would expect to be an excellent
primary source, offer very little. 3 Accessible records in the National
Archives contain no more than a baker's dozen letters and reports
from the regiment. Post returns from Fort Leavenworth, their
staging point for the march overland, fail to mention them. 4 Not
even regimentalreturns furnish a complete record of stations occupied in New Mexico and they say practically nothing of events. 5
Various writers have mentioned or touched briefly on the Illinois
Volunteers but no comprehensive account of the regiment's activities appears to exist. Only a diligent search of available newspaper
files and other sources has recently brought to light this most elusive item of Americana.
Even the official designation of the regiment has contributed to
the vague mystery of the subject. 6 Illinois sent six regiments of
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volunteer troops to the Mexican War. The first four were organized at the onset of hostilities and were transported to the battle
areas in Mexico, the First and Second serving with Taylor on the
Buena Vista campaign, and the Third and Fourth with Scott on
the road from Veracruz to Mexico City. These regiments were
designated Illinois Volunteers and were enlisted for twelve months.
Then in the spring of 1847, with these and other volunteer units
approaching expiration of their terms of service, Secretary of War
William L. Marcy requisitioned the states of Illinois and Missouri
for additional regiments to replace those about to be sent home for
discharge. The twelve-month enlistment had proven unsatisfactory, so it was decided to enlist these new regiments for the duration of the war. Because of this, Illinois officials decided to set this
new regiment apart from the twelve-month Illinois Volunteers by
calling it the First Regiment of Illinois Infantry.7 Their decision
only confused the historical record. The regiment was referred to
as both the First and Fifth Illinois Volunteers. The confusion was
intensified at the unit's mustering out when the mustering officer
called it "the 1 Regt. of Ill. foot Vols."8
On March 3 1 and April 19, 1847, the Secretary of War requisitioned Illinois and Missouri for six thousand volunteers. Of that
total Illinois was to provide one regiment of infantry. On April 27
Illinois Governor French issued a call for ten companies, a call so
enthusiastically answered that the overflow of volunteers was sufficient to form the state's sixth regiment, which later served in the
Veracruz area. 9 Missouri was asked to furnish one infantry regiment of ten companies, plus a battalion of five more, and one regiment of mounted troops. As in Illinois the quota was filled very
quickly. Of these Missouri units some were to be sent to protect the
Oregon Trail. The rest along with the men from Illinois, were to
march to Santa Fe.
Independence, Missouri, was designated the point of rendezvous for the various New Mexico-bound companies. From there
they would be transported by river boats to Fort Leavenworth, now
Kansas but then "Indian Country" attached to Missouri for judicial purposes. lO For some reason the full regiment of infantry,
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which had been designated the Third Missouri Infantry, after
reaching Fort Leavenworth, was disbanded and sent home. On
their march across the plains to Santa Fe detachments of the remaining Missourians and the troops from Illinois would share the
trail in close company, often bivouacking together.
In Illinois, Alton, just below the confluence of the Missouri and
Mississippi Rivers, was selected as the point of rendezvous. The
first of the new companies arrived there on May 18, 1847, and by
the early days of June all were present. l l On June 8 the regiment
was mustered into federal service by Captain Caleb C. Sibley, Fifth
Regular Infantry.12 As was customary then in volunteer units, the
men held an election on that date to determine the field officers of
the regiment. E. W. B. Newby was elected colonel/3 H. P. Boyakin, lieutenant colonel,14 and 1. B. Donalson, major. 15 After this
the regiment was commonly referred to as "Newby's Regiment."
The practice of calling a unit by the name of its commanding officer carried still farther down the regiment; the captain's name was
.
use d to deSlgnate
a company- "B on d'"
s, "H 00I'
{ s, ""K'mney ,,,
s, etc.
16
-often in conjunction with the company letter. The ten companies were divided into two battalions with a total complement of
44 officers and 896 men. One hundred and nine recruits, added
later, brought the regiment up to full strength. 17
Fort Leavenworth, where the volunteers were to be equipped
and prepared for the march, had been established in 1827 on the
right or west bank of the Missouri River, a few miles upstream
from present-day Kansas City. A frontier post, it had to be supplied
entirely by river,18 the average time from St. Louis by steamer
being five to seven days.19
Little time was lost moving the Illinois regiment by boats to the
fort. Companies Band C left Alton on June 17, and A, D, and E
on the 19th. By June 23 all had embarked and by the end of June
the entire regiment had arrived at Leavenworth,20 where they
joined the Third Missouri Mounted Volunteers and the Missouri
Battalion of Volunteer Infantry. This combined force, consisting
of about 2,250 officers and men, hurriedly prepared for their
march. As was customary because of limited water along the route,

8
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the troops marched in detachments, escorting as they went trains
transporting commissary, quartermaster, and other needed supplies.
Meanwhile, on May 11, at the suggestion of Missouri Governor Edwards, the War Department had requested the raising of
additional troops for duty along the Oregon Trail. On the 13th of
that month orders were issued for the entire mounted regiment
from that state, thus relieved of responsibility for protecting the
trail, to proceed to Santa Fe. 21 The new Battalion of Missouri
Mounted Men was organized for duty on the Oregon Trail, and
these recruits began to arrive at Fort Leavenworth about July 1
and were mustered into service there. 22
As might have been expected, the equipping and forwarding of
so large a body of men from such an advanced post far from the
source of supplies proceeded with much confusion. Lieutenant
Colonel Clifton Wharton, First Dragoons, commanding at Fort
Leavenworth, reported "much delay and embarrassment" because
of a shortage of medical officers, medicines, provisions, and tents.
He further reported that Lieutenant Colonel Easton's Battalion of
Missouri Volunteer Infantry and a portion of "the Horse Regt."
(the Third Missouri Mounted Volunteers) had begun the march
"with tents almost worthless." There were I 20 wagons on hand
but not enough provisions to load them. 23 In a letter of July 7
Colonel Wharton reported to the adjutant general that three companies of the First Illinois, commanded by Lieutenant Colonel
Boyakin, had left Leavenworth for Santa Fe that afternoon escorting sixty wagons. Colonel Wharton also reported that Captain
Jones' company of "Mo. Mounted Men" would leave for the same
place next day with the mail. Lieutenant Colonel Easton and his
Battalion of Missouri Volunteers were already en route and had
sent word back that they were at Council Grove on the Neosho
River, some one hundred and ten miles southwest,24 Another report
of Wharton's, dated the 19th, stated that a detachment from two
companies of the Missouri mounted regiment at his post were recruiting and shoeing their horses preparatory to escorting a large
shipment of government funds to Santa Fe. The last two companies of Illinois troops would march next day, leaving him with
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no troops available to escort trains sent out in the future. This left
at the post only the two companies, or portions of two companies,
of Missouri mounted men detailed to escort Paymaster Thomas S.
Bryant and his funds. Another detail from these two companies had
left on the 18th to escort Lieutenant Christopher (Kit) Carson,
Regiment of Mounted RiBes,25 who was carrying dispatches to
Santa Fe and California.
The Illinois regiment had taken up the line of march in three
detachments. Colonel Boyakin led with Companies B, C, and E,
commanded respectively by Captains John M. Cunningham, Van
Trump Turner, and George Hook. 26 The sixty wagons mentioned
by Wharton were reported elsewhere as only thirty.27 The wagons
were referred to as "government wagons" and were under the command of a Captain Finley, or Findlay, from Westport, Missouri,
now Kansas City.
The Illinois force and the wagons crossed the Kansas River by
ferry at Grinter Crossing on July 10 and next day halted at Shawnee Camp Ground. Here they attended church services held by
the Shawnee in a large log structure. On the 13th camp was made
at "Lone Elm," where Private John W. Collins was buried, and at
Pool Creek on the 20th, where Private Aaron J. Campbell was
buried. The command was at Council Grove from the 22nd to
25th, where it was joined by a train of thirty more wagons in charge
of Captain Elliott. They laid to rest a third casualty, Private Robert
Easley, at Pawnee Fork on August 5. The Arkansas River was
crossed on the 15th. At the Lower Cimarron Spring four days
later an express rider overtook them with orders from Colonel
Newby to halt and await the arrival of his command, which consisted of Companies D, F, and G. The colonel's contingent, with·
twenty-four more government wagons, arrived at the spring on
August 20.
Just when Major Donalson departed Fort Leavenworth with
Companies A, H, I, and K, under Captains Thomas Bond, James
Hampton, Franklin Niles, and William Kinman, is not certain,
but they probably left soon after Boyakin. It is also probable that
they acted as a guard to a large herd of beef cattle for the use of the
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army in New Mexico. Captain Niles died at 110 Creek on July 24From a list of regimental officers it would appear that his command
was taken over, either then or later, by J. H. Adams. 28
The departure of Col. Newby and the three remaining Illinois
companies from Fort Leavenworth on July 20 is recorded in an unsigned letter dated at that post August 3. 29 Companies D, F, and G
were commanded by Captains John C. Moses, Thomas B. Kinney,
and Henry J. Reed. 30 Although Newby was last to leave, no doubt
because of last-minute business, he made a determined effort to
overtake the two detachments ahead. Col. Wharton wrote Newby
on July 19 questioning the advisability of his departure next day.
Who would escort future trains to Santa Fe? Wharton complained
that there would be no further official means of carrying dispatches
to Santa Fe, and that competent dispatch riders from civil life
were difficult to obtain, "even at high wages." When the assistant
quartermaster at the post inquired about a guard or escort for another herd of beef cattle, he was advised that none was available
and that he should try to hire a proper guard of civilians. But
Newby insisted on marching, giving as reasons the advanced season
and the ill health of his command. That he was in a hurry is further substantiated by material gleaned from several current newspapers: by August 18 the colonel and his command had passed
Donalson's party; on the 20th he joined Boyakin's detachment at
Lower Cimarron Spring. 3 !
The force concentrated at the Lower Cimarron Spring now consisted of six companies and the two wagon trains. On August 22
the colonel sent ahead Captain Hook and his Company E, with
Captain Elliott's thirty wagons. Three days later Kinney and Reed
followed with their respective companies, escorting Findlay's
train. Newby again took up the rear with Boyakin's Companies
B, C, and D, and eighteen wagons. 32 The disagreement between
this account and the official muster rolls of the regiment, which
must be considered authoritative, could be explained by a still later
change in the line of march between Lower Cimarron Spring and
Santa Fe. The muster rolls show August 3 I stations to have been:
. "Field and Staff, except Newby, at Santa Fe; Company B at Santa
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Fe, C at Whetstone Spring; F at Cold Spring; H at Lower Cimarron Spring; I and K at Cedar Spring, and others either en route or
not stated."33
The date of Newby's arrival in Santa Fe is not entirely clear
either. First Illinois Volunteer correspondence contains a letter
signed by Adjutant General Jones, on the jacket of which September 13 is given as his date of arrival. 34 Yet on the 18th Colonel
Newby himself began a rather lengthy letter: "I reached here on
the 11th of this month."35 He reported the arrival of six companies
of his regiment, seven of the Missouri mounted regiment, and the
five companies of the Missouri Battalion of Infantry. He stated
that as the senior officer in the department he had assumed
command.
On September 10 the Santa Fe Republican had announced that
the troops stationed in New Mexico would consist of four companies of re-enlisted men from Price's twelve-month troops, numbering 400; one regiment of Missouri Mounted Volunteers, 1,000
strong; the Battalion of Missouri Volunteer Infantry, 500; the
Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, 100; one company of "Mounted
Ill. Vok," 100; and three companies of U.S. Dragoons, 300, for a
total of 3,300. The company of mounted Illinois troops mentioned
appears never to have been included in previous correspondence,
and there are no known official records of them. The editor of the
Republican followed this list with the declaration that this force
was more than adequate to occupy the territory, and having been
raised for the duration of the war it would continue in service until
peace was declared. 36 On the 17th the same source reported the
presence there of "the artillery," without further identification.
This outfit later turns out to be Captain's Geise's Company C,
Third Missouri Volunteers, "acting as artillery." The editor commented that all the troops present were healthy, efficient, and prepared for any duty called for. sT
That a number of Price's men did elect to extend their service
to the war's end is a subject that has been little publicized, if at all.
It is documented by several orders signed by Price and posted prior
to the arrival of the new regiments from the East. These orders di-
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rected various detachments of the general's force to proceed east
for discharge, less "those who wish to remain here," and" [those]
who do not wish to re-enlist at this pOSt."38
On December I I, I 848, the Santa Fe Republican commented
on the high incidence of deaths in the First Battalion of the Illinois Regiment, ascribing it to "measles and the exposure of the
troops across the plains." The march occurred, wrote the editor,
during the hottest months, and the men, unaccustomed to outdoor living, sleeping upon the ground, suffered greatly from the
extremes of temperature common to that country, weakening their
resistance to illness. 39 The article gives a detailed account of the
losses as of that date from all causes:
has lost by death
discharged
left sick at Fort Leavenworth
total loss
C (Turner's) has lost by death
left sick at Fort Leavenworth
total loss
E (Hook's)
has lost by death
discharged
deserted
total loss
G (Reed's)
has lost by death
deserted
drummed out
total loss
H (Hampton's) has lost by death
discharged
deserted
total loss

Co. A (Bond's)

Co.

Co.

Co.

Co.

13
5
2
20

6
7
7
3
2
12

6
7
14
6
8
15

Another source states that at Fort Leavenworth "about a dozen"
Illinois men had died, "some of measles." An epidemic of that then
serious disease had apparently struck the troops while there,40 and
possibly later en route. No diagnosis has been found to account
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for the several deaths on the march. At least one detachment of
Missouri troops was attacked by Indians, losing a number of head
of stock, but the Illinois units do not seem to have been seriously
molested. 41
Colonel Newby's service in New Mexico has been badly treated
by historians. An authoritative geographical and historical record
of the 9th Military Department, later the Department of New
Mexico, does not even mention him as department commander. 42
Other standard sources43 indicate by their sketchy mention of him
that their authors were barely aware of his presence in New
Mexico. 44 Newby did make a considerable contribution, serving as
department commander for a total of nine months. Lieutenant
Colonel Alton R. Easton, commanding the Missouri Battalion, had
arrived in Santa Fe only a short time before Newby; he had
assumed command vice recently promoted Brigadier General Price,
who by then had departed on leave to the States. Easton's command
extended only from August 29, 1847, until September 14, when
he was relieved by Newby.45 On December I I Price, back from
leave, relieved Newby. About February 8, 1848, Price proceeded
to El Paso on his way to invade Chihuahua, and Newby.again
assumed command of the department. When the general returned
to Santa Fe from his Chihuahua expedition, he once more on
August 5, 1848, took over from Colonel Newby.
Upon assuming command from Lieutenant Colonel Easton,
Newby lost little time demonstrating his inclination to decisive
action. In his September 18 letter to Adjutant General Jones he
summarized conditions and outlined the moves he proposed to
make. After enumerating the units and number of troops present,
he voiced his opinion that his force was greater than needed for
the defense of Santa Fe. He had ordered a deployment of ten
companies of the Missouri Mounted Regiment "and three howitzers" into other portions of the department. He gave as his reason
the lack of quarters to accommodate his entire force and the lack of
forage for their horses. The quarters formerly occupied by "the
Mexican Infantry" were being repaired, but when ready for occu-
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pancy they would not shelter more than one regiment. The approaching winter would work a serious hardship upon the overflow
of men left quartered in tents.
Conditions about Taos, toward the northern limits of the department, and among the Apache and Navajo Indians, were becoming
quite alarming. Newby received daily intelligence of threatening
trouble at Taos. He feared an uprising, which would imperil the
lives of Americans near there. Equally ominous word of trouble
with marauding Indians came from citizens living west of the Rio
Grande who feared for their herds and their lives. 46
Closing his summation of conditions in the department, Newby
suggested dividing the force then under his command and sending
an expedition into "northern Mexico," where Mexican authorities,
despite defeat by Doniphan's army six months previously, were
confiscating American property and threatening the security and
lives of the owners. 47 Meanwhile, in Washington Price was urging,
in a forceful manner, just such an invasion. One would suspect
that the two men had cooperated in planning such a move. The
suggestion was received favorably by Secretary of War Marcy.
To disperse his troops for convenience in housing and grazing,
and also to providefor American security and authority throughout
the occupied territory, Newby proceeded immediately with his
plans. He sent four companies of the Missouri Mounted Regiment
under Captain Smithson to Taos and three companies of the same
regiment, commanded by Captain Clarkson, to "Los Vagos." The
remaining three companies, with eleven additional men and three
howitzers, under Captain McNair, he sent to comb the country
between Santa Fe and the Paso del Norte with orders to take and
hold EI Paso until further notice. 48 Meanwhile Major Walker and
his battalion of re-enlisted men from Price's twelve-months troops
had been sent, with two months' subsistence, to Socorro to protect
the citizens there from Indian raids. 49 A "small detachment" from
the artillery accompanied Walker's force, and his three company
commanders were Captains Hamilton, Groves, and Armstrong.
The three companies of U.S. Dragoons had been stationed at
Albuquerque.
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The Republican of September 17 stated that Newby, "commanding post at Santa Fe," had appointed Captain Gabriel de
Korpony, Company B, Missouri Mounted Regiment, as his aide, a
move the editor approved. This same issue announced that the
colonel had posted a public notice deploring drunkenness among
the troops in Santa Fe, and had ordered that no sales of liquor were
to be made without permission from the company commander. By
this same order no "fandango, ball or dance" could be held without
obtaining a permit costing five dollars. From an October issue we
learn that all of the troops designated for EI Paso, except Paul's,
Cunningham's, and Woechner's companies of Easton's Missouri
Mounted Battalion and Geise's artillery, had left on the march down
the Rio Grande. On November 9 the Republican reported that
"Doctor Turney, surgeon of the Illinois regiment," had arrived in
Santa Fe. The three companies ordered to Paso del Norte, A, B, and
D, Third Missouri Mounted Volunteers, had arrived at their destination November 7. The November 13 issue stated that the other
companies and the commissary wagons were en route south. Although this source says Captain Geise's artillery was the last to leave,
the next issue, November 20, has them still at the Santa Fe post. Perhaps they had been ordered to return after beginning the march.
The Republican paid tribute to the dress parade and drill held
each morning by Boyakin's force, who remained behind, and also
praised Geise's company "which is acting as artillery" and "have
a fine band which adds greatly to the military display as well as to
the pleasure of the citizens."
Field and Staff records of events summarize the various stations
occupied by units of the Illinois regiment throughout their stay in
Department No. 9. This skeleton picture is fleshed out by additional reports from company muster rolls and items gleaned from
the Santa Fe Republican. The field and staff reports, entered on
the last day of each month, show a portion of these troops stationed
at Santa Fe, headquarters of the regiment, from September 30,
1847, through June 1848. Initially the entire regiment was ther~,
but October found Companies B, D, F, I, and K encamped at
"San Phillipi [San Felipe, twenty-five miles north of Albuquer-
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que]" en route to £1 Paso, with the rest of the regiment in Santa
Fe. The November report locates these five companies at "Pulvidera.'~ By the end of January these five had rejoined the regiment
at Santa Fe, but Companies £ and H had been sent to Las Vegas.
In February £ and H were still at Las Vegas and A, C, and I were
at Albuquerque. This deployment held until the last of June.
Company muster rolls present a slightly different picture. They
locate Company F near Lemitar on December 3 I and have K en
route to Santa Fe and I at Socorro. The May-June rolls place I
en route to Zuni. The discrepancies concerning companies F and
K are probably explained by Price's rearrangement of forces in
preparation for his invasion of Mexico, at which time the Illinois
volunteers were to garrison New Mexico. These two companies
were in the process of returning north but because of the slow pace
of communications their exact positions were unknown at regimental headquarters. The return of the £1 Paso-bound companies
is verified by a report on conditions in the department made by
Newby to Jones on March 20 in which the colonel stated that
Price, before leaving to invade Chihuahua, had directed him to
dispatch "the companies of my regiment to Albuquerque ... to
form the garrison of that place," that is, A, C, and I. Company I,
"en route to Zuni" in May-June, was undoubtedly participating in
Newby's midsummer expedition against the Navajo, of which
more later.
The Republican, on January 15, 1848, noted that the companies
of Kinney, Cunningham, Kinman, Adams, and Morriss (Moses),
F, B, K, I, and D, had returned from Socorro. The troops at Santa
Fe, the newspaper continued, were well supplied with both
musicians and amateur performers who provided frequent entertainment on the plaza. The editor closed the item by saying that if
music hath charms to soothe the savage breast, the government
would do well to send musicians to Mexico rather than soldiers.
With the return of General Price from Washington early in
December 1847 the military pulse assumed a much faster tempo.
Because of hostile actions against American traders by native forces
in northern Mexico following Doniphan's withdrawal in mid-
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summer 1847, citizens of New Mexico had besieged the War Department with requests for further military action in that theater, a
move that received great impetus from Price himself. As early as
the middle of August of that year he had written Washington asking for authority to invade the territory in question. While in
Washington on leave he had furnished the Secretary of War with
details of a proposed expedition to occupy Chihuahua and northern
Durango. Secretary Marcy decided that such an operation would be
better conducted from some other point within Mexico. To this
recommendation the secretary added an amendment giving Price
the authority to counter any offensive action against New Mexico
by Mexican forces. This letter of instruction seems not to have
reached Price until after later plans for an invasion were full blown
and the march south from Santa Fe was actually under way.
By the time Price got back to Santa Fe and resumed command
of the department rumors of hostile activity in Mexico were rife.
Disturbed, Price wrote Adjutant General Jones apprising him of
conditions and saying that unless he received orders to the con. trary he would march upon Chihuahua. Two weeks later Price received word from LieuteriantColonel Lane, 'commanding the Missouri Volunteers in £1 Paso, that dispatches taken from Mexican
prisoners indicated that General Miguel Urrea and three thousand
troops, to be reinforced by more from Chihuahua City, were
marching on £1 Paso.
This was enough for the doughty Missourian. Without waiting
for an answer from the adjutant general he completed the movement of troops to £1 Paso begun by Newby the previous September.
Then surrendering the department command once more, this time
directly to Newby, he left Santa Fe on February 8. At £1 Paso
fifteen days later he received new information about the military
force organized by Chihuahua Governor Angel Trias. 50
The situation now appeared so serious that Price determined to
mount an immediate expedition to stop the Mexican advance
before it could generate additional momentum. He dispatched
Major Walker with three companies of the Santa Fe Battalion to
occupy Carrizal, then followed with a force of four companies of
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volunteers, supported by two of U.S. Dragoons and one of volunteer artillery. Supporting and supply forces followed. Marching
light and rapidly he joined Walker at Carrizal and the combined
forces advanced upon the city of Chihuahua. A message from
Trias protested the invasion on the grounds that an official end to
the war between the United States and Mexico had been declared.
Price, having no advice of such a development, took possession of
the city on March 7, after its evacuation by Trias.
Losing no time, Price, with a skeleton force of nine companies,
about two hundred and fifty men, set out next day on Trias' trail.
After a grueling forced march he overtook the Mexicans at Santa
Cruz de Rosales on the 9th. Price demanded that Trias surrender.
He refused. Blocking further retreat by the Mexicans, Price waited,
ostensibly for further word of peace negotiations but actually to
allow his lagging units and men to catch up with him. On the 16th,
with his numbers reinforced by the stragglers, and Trias again
refusing to surrender, he attacked. After a day-long battle the town
fell to the Americans, with considerable loss to the defenders, including the capture of Trias himself. The engagement at Santa
Cruz de Rosales went into history as the final battle of the Mexican
War. After occupying the town slightly less than four months
Price's troops followed the general back to New Mexico. 51
Meanwhile in New Mexico, the Indians s~em to have dominated the scene. Military protection was needed in the vicinity of
Las Vegas, where Missouri troops had been replaced by Illinois
companies. In the central Rio Grande valley the Navajo problem
was fast becoming acute. About November 1847, several chiefs of
that nation had come into the settlements to ask for a peace
treaty. It was a customary trick at that time of the year, not only
because of the tribe's dislike for winter marauding or fighting, but
for the gifts of food and trinkets that usually accompanied such
rites. The Indians were told that before a treaty could be agreed
upen all of their leaders must appear, along with all prisoners and
stolen stock for surrender. The Navajo agreed to comply during
the following moon, but their sincerity was considered doubtful by
the press. 52
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In his letter of March 20, 1848, to the adjutant general, Colonel
Newby described the deplorable conditions then existing in the
department, due in large part to Price's siphoning off so many of
the troops for his Chihuahua expedition. Taos was still being
guarded by the Missouri Mounted men sent there in September.
This contingent was the only unit of mounted troops left to Newby
to perform the impossible task of guarding the entire territory from
the rapacious raids of the Navajo, Apache, and Comanche. These
had increased to the point that bands of hostiles had actually
raided and murdered unmolested within a mile and a half of Albuquerque. With only infantry and a handful of mounted men,
Newby declared himself powerless to correct the dire situation. He
therefore petitioned the Secretary of War for permission to mount
his infantry for service against the Indians. He recommended this
course in preference to importing such a force from th!= States for
economy's sake and because of the familiarity of his men with
New Mexico.
Evidently during the previous year some firearms in the possession of Mexicans had been confiscated. Now, in apparent desperation, Newby posted a so-called order expressing his deep regret at
the seriousness of the situation and requesting that anyone having
such arms in their possession should restore them to their owners in
order that those citizens might organize themselves into bands for
protection of their lives and property. In this same order he denounced some Mexicans for trading and trafficking with hostile
groups of Indians. 53
Because of a gap in the files of the Republican our next word of
Indian affairs appears on May 3. Newby had left Santa Fe on the
first of that month for the Navajo country, leaving Captain Cunningham in command of the local post. Newby's force for this
expedition consisted of one hundred and fifty men of the Missouri
Mounted Regiment, supposedly withdrawn from their Taos station
for this operation, and fifty of hi~ Illinois Volunteers. These last
were now mounted,54 probably on the colonel's own initiative, for
there had hardly been time enough to receive an answer to his
request of March 20 to the adjutant general. It is interesting to note
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that on May 3 I a report arrived from Major Donalson, commanding at Las Vegas, saying that he too had mounted a detachment of
his men and sent them in pursuit of a troublesome band of Apache
infesting that area. 55
First results of Newby's thrust into Navajo country were negative, but they soon took on a different tone, owing to the colonel's
aggressiveness. On the eleventh day after leaving Santa Fe a large
party of Navajo was sighted. A detachment commanded by Captain Stockton of Major Reynold's Battalion of Missouri men was
sent in pursuit,56 with specific orders to overtake the Indians and
recover any stolen stock, and not to halt until he had done SO.57
Next morning, the captain's party found itself practically surrounded by well-mounted Indians busily engaged in driving away
large bands of stock. Instead of engaging them, or even attempting
to stop their thievery as ordered by Newby, Stockton sat quietly by
and permitted them to continue on their way. A part of his command, apparently on their own initiative, did capture eleven prisoners. When several of the captain's men requested permission to
pursue the thieves and recover the stolen stock he refused, saying
that the Indians would soon return with the stock and surrender
themselves. He did send a messenger off to the colonel advising
him of the situation.
When Newby arrived at the captain's campsite he discovered
that some of the prisoners had been permitted to retain their arms
and mounts and were riding about as they pleased. The troops
were scattered, partially armed, and the immediate countryside was
infested with Indians entirely unmolested by the captain's command. Greatly surprised, the colonel ordered the prisoners disarmed and their horses taken from them. At this the main body of
Navajo commenced a savage attack upon the camp. The troops
retaliated so vigorously that the savages were soon driven off,
leaving several of their number killed and wounded, including one
of their leaders dead and another a prisoner. There were no
casualties among the troops.
Next day, after sending out scouting parties, the command,
under Newby, continued the march. Several of the Navajo chiefs
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soon appeared requesting peace. To this the colonel replied emphatically that he wanted to fight, not make peace. He did tell
them that if they would bring in all their people within three days
he would specify the terms upon which they could have peace. 58 A
treaty with certain bands resulted, prisoners were exchanged, and
peace between Indians and New Mexicans was heralded. On July
7, 1848, the Republican reported:
The Navajo treaty.-On the evening of the 5th inst., a large party of
Navajos arrived at this place for the purpose of completing the treaty.
They brought with them a large herd of horses, from which our
Quarter Master selected some fifty head, which completed the number they were to give to our government. They also brought in some
two or three captives, and they say they would have procured all in
the nadon, and delivered them over, had it not been for a Mexican
expedition sent out against them, which drove a large party of the
Navajoes from the country, or to such a distance that they were not
able to come in.
The Navajoes manifested great parental affections on meeting
with their children and. wives, who had been taken as prisoners by
the Mexicans.
We have every reason now to believe that this savage nation are
sincere in their desire for peace, and we can say that we believe all
hostilities will cease unless the Mexicans are first to transgress.
In regard to this expedition, we must say that it is the first that
ever amounted to anything, and Colonel Newby is deserving of all
the credit.59

On July 24 the Republican commented briefly on an expedition
of eighty men, led by Lieutenant Colonel Boyakin, against the
"Pueblo de Suti [Zuni]''' in "Upper California," eighteen miles
west of Ojo Piscado,60 but offered no .information as to date of
return or results. This expedition may well have terminated the
field activities of the Illinois Volunteers in New Mexico, for on
August 4 General Price returned to Santa Fe from his Chihuahua
campaign61 and reassumed command of the department the following day. On August 8 he published orders for the concentration,
within ten days, of Newby's regiment at Las Vegas, preparatory to
their return march east. 62 This was followed by an identical order,
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undated but likely written at the same time, directing the Missouri
units to do the same.
It is evident that much longer service in the Southwest had been
anticipated, for several officers of both the Illinois and Missouri
units had previously been detached and ordered back to their
home states on recruiting duty to provide replacements for their
depleted ranks. These officers, with their new levies, arrived in
New Mexico coincident with preparations for the homeward
march. The Republican announced on August 1 that Captain
Turner and Lieutenant Madison of Newby's regiment and Lieutenant Allen of the Missouri Battalion had reached Santa Fe a few
days before with "three or four hundred recruits; all in fine health
and look as though they could do service for their country."
Midwestern newspapers carried several items concerning groups
of recruits en route to New Mexico. 63 In addition to the three
officers mentioned above, several more from field service were involved in the drive for replacements. Captain Korpony and Lieutenant John Hawkins from the Third Missouri Mounted Regiment
were mentioned as "principal recruiters" for their unit, while First
Lieutenant Royall represented Major Walker's re-enlisted battalion, and Captain George W. Hook served with Turner and
Madison to recruit Illinois men. Royall and Allen were later reported encamped in the suburbs of Independence, Missouri, on
October 3 with their detachments of recruits "who had been to
New Mexico and back without having been assigned to com. "
pames.
On August 9 the Republican announced that Brevet Lieutenant
Colonel John McRae Washington, Third Artillery, had been
ordered to Santa Fe "to assume the duties of governor of the
territory of New Mexico." Since the murder by insurgents of appointive Governor Charles Bent in January 1847, the duties of
that office had been combined with those of the department commander. Colonel Washington was the first regular army officer to
take over the governorship. Volunteers Price, Easton, and Newby
had held it during the war. Literally a military governor, he assumed his dual duties on October II, 1848.
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Rapidly the eastward movement of troops began. Extracts from
War Department General Orders No. 25, dated at Washington
June 8, were published in the August 9 Republican. These orders
directed the volunteers in New Mexico to march under "their
own proper officers," the Missouri units to Independence and the
Illinois regiment to Alton, "where they will be paid and mustered
out of the service." The newspaper's August 16 and 21 issues
recorded the movements of various units: Lieutenant Colonel
Boyakin with his "detachment" passed through Santa Fe on the
15th; Colonel Newby with the rest of the regiment departed that
city on the 16th. Lieutenant Colonel Easton and his Missouri
infantry battalion arrived in Santa Fe on the 18th and left for Las
Vegas on the 22nd, "all in fine health." Colonel Ralls and his
Missouri Mounted Volunteers and Major Walker's battalion, on
Price's orders, took the cutoff through Galisteo to the Meadows
instead of passing through the capital.
From this point on the recorded events are, unfortunately, very
sketchy. The record of just how long the troops remained at Las
Vegas, when the various units left that place for the return march,
and other data concerning this last phase of the service of Newby's
regiment is a near blank. Newby has been characterized as a nonprofessional soldier with a corresponding lack of interest in red-tape
reports, a failing that in this backwash period of the war may have
sharpened his distaste for military trivia and caused him to ignore
this formality entirely.64 Other sources do give us a few bits of
information. 65
In mid-September various units of Missouri volunteers, including General Price and his staff, and "Donalson's division of Illinois
Volunteers" were water bound at Sand Creek, Battle Ground, and
at the Pawnee Fork of the Arkansas River, all in the present state of
Kansas. Another report states that "Mexican War volunteer troops
from Missouri and Illinois, homeward bound by way of the Santa
Fe trail (down which they marched in 1846, 1847, or 1848) ...
began to arrive at the Missouri border (Fort Leavenworth for the
Illinois men; Independence for the Missourians) about September
18; and continued coming, at intervals, in mid-September." We
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learn that Colonel Newby and an escort, probably his staff, arrived
at Fort Leavenworth on the 20th of September, and by the end
of that month Major Donalson came in with the last of the regiment. From Fort Leavenworth to Alton, where they were scheduled to be mustered out, the men again, as on their outward bound
trip the previous year, traveled by river steamers. Lieutenant
Colonel Boyakin, with several other officers, made the trip aboard
the Plowhoy; Colonel Newby had passage on the Highland Mary;
while other men and officers were divided between the T amerlane,
Cora, and St. Joseph. Major Donalson, six officers, and thirty-two
men reached Alton aboard the Eliza Stewart. The Plowhoy, on
her second run, with Companies I and K aboard, struck a snag on
October 6 and sank. Fortunately the Amelia took off the troops
in time and delivered them at their destination.
Once they reached the place of rendezvous and muster out the
men were quickly restored to civilian status. The last contingents
had arrived by October 10, 1848, and between the 15th and 18th
of that month all had been mustered OUt. 66 The mustering officer
noted that the men had not been paid since June. 67
The release from rigid military discipline, however welcome it
may have been to his companions, carried a somewhat bitter overtone for Second Lieutenant E. Luckey. He had been acting as
company commander of E Company, presumably because Captain
Hook had departed for the States on recruiting duty. Several E
Company men may have availed themselves of General Price's
offer of immediate discharge to any man wishing to remain in New
Mexico; several others had deserted or been discharged previously,
perhaps taking their muskets with them. Whatever the circumstances, the company came up six muskets short and the luckless
lieutenant, obliged to account for all government property under
his care, was stuck for the cost. 68
A small detachment of officers and men had been left behind in
New Mexico, probably to bring back late arriving mail and official
dispatches. These reached the Missouri frontier in two parties well
after the rank and file of the various units had been severed from
the service. Captain Van Trump Turner of the Illinois regiment
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and a Lieutenant Hooper whose unit was not disclosed, with an
escort and carrying a large "letter mail," left Santa Fe on October
11 and reached Missouri "around November 15."69 This party was
followed from'the New Mexico capital city on October 21 by a
group of six officers from both volunteer contingents, presumably
escorted. Theirs soon developed into a difficult journey. Two days
after starting they encountered a severe storm that cost them the
loss of twenty animals from starvation and freezing. At the crossing of the Arkansas River, out of food, they were forced to halt.
Captain Korpony and Lieutenant Allen, "and three others," struggled ahead on foot to Council Grove, battling snow and rain all the
way, for help and provisions. After a total of thirty-six days the
rest of the party reached civilization and safety.70 No record of
when these unfortunates were mustered out of the service has yet
been found.
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A list of volunteer officers who served in the war with Mexico71
furnishes the following roster of those who directed the destiny of
Newby's First Regiment of Illinois Infantry:
Colonel E. W. B. Newby
Lieutenant Colonel H. P. Boyakin
Major Israel B. Donalson
First Lieutenants:
Captains:
M. T. Bostwick
Co. A Thos. Bond
W. Eubanks
B J. M. Cunningham
B. F. Furlong
C Van Trump Turner
I. M. Haynie
D J. C. Moses'"
E Geo. W. Hook
G. A. Keith
F T. B. Kinney
R. Madison
G H. G. Reed
A. V. Morey
H J. Hampton
J. L. Provost
I J. H. Adams""""
H. Richardson
K W. Kinman"'''''''''
J. B. Roper
Second Lieutenants:
S. B. Alexander
C. Hicks
E. Luckey
R. Beer
R. E. Hicks
S. Lundry
J. Brott
R. M. Hundley
B. F. Marshall
T. McDowell
J. T. Domron
J. M. Hunt
J. M. Easley
A. H. Johnson
D. R. Pulley
1. Edmunds
T. Tebay
J. A. Knight
R. M. Hamilton
J. A. Logan 72
J. Willis
"'Vice Newby, elected colonel
""""Vice Niles, who died en route
"'''''''''Vice Donalson, elected major

In attempting to piece together a record of all regimental

per~

sonnel, including separations, one is confronted by a discrepancy
in numbers. Muster-inrolls show a total complement of 1049 officers and men. The same source later fails to account for 15 men,
even when allowance is made for the 42 officers and men mustered
out, 5 officers resigned, 92 men discharged for disabilities, 15 by
order, 1 13 who received ordinary discharges prior to final muster
out, and 29 deserters. There were no deaths in action.
The story of Newby's regiment is an incomplete one. Perhaps
the future will reveal details not now available.
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THE UNITED STATES ARMY IN TAOS, 1847-1852

LAWRENCE R. MURPHY'"

THE

of the military was vital in consolidating the authority
of the United States government in the Southwest. As an army of
occupation, troops prevented dissidents among the populace from
mounting a successful revolt against the foreign intruders. For a
time the military was the only operating government. Its officers
promulgated the laws and selected officials. Moreover, it kept hostile Indians from overrunning the territory. Much has been .written
about such well-known military establishments as Fort Union and
Fort Defiance. Little is known about the smaller, less famous posts.
A study of the activities of the army in the northern New Mexican
town of Taos, may illuminate the importance of the soldier in establishing United States domination in New Mexico.
That the permanent occupation of the Southwest could not be
accomplished peacefully became clear during the early months of
1847 when word reached Santa Fe of a bloody anti-American
revolt in Taos. Nationalistic Mexican forces there, allied with
Indians from the nearby pueblo, had marched through the streets,
massacring and mutilating all who had joined sides with the
United States. New Mexico Governor Charles Bent, Taos Sheriff
Stephen Luis Lee, and attorney James W. Leal were among the
dead. The bloodshed spread rapidly to the nearby towns of Mora,
Rio Colorado, and Arroyo Hondo. 1
ROLE

"For assistance in the preparation of this study, the author is grateful to the
Graduate Research Council, Western Illinois University; the Helene Wurlitzer Foundation of New Mexico; Jack Boyer, Kit Carson Museum, Taos; and Bruce J. Dinges,
a graduate student at Rice University, Houston.
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Colonel Sterling Price, who assumed command of troops in New
Mexico upon the departure of General Stephen W. Kearny for
California, learned of the massacre on February 20. His Missouri
Volunteers plus regular dragoons and infantry totalling 353 men
moved quickly north from Santa Fe. A skirmish at Canada preceded major encounters with the rebels at La Joya (present Velarde) and Embudo along the Rio Grande. In early March Price
and his men captured the village of Don Fernando de Taos and
prepared to assault the nearby pueblo, where the rebels took refuge.
Only after a hard fight, climaxed by the storming of the Indian
church, did resistance collapse. By then some 150 Indians and
Mexican loyalists were dead. Forty-five soldiers received wounds
and seven died. 2 One of the casualties, Captain John H. K. Burgwin,3 later came to symbolize the military presence in Taos.
Price soon departed Taos, but the army remained. Captain W.
Z. Angney and Company A, Missouri Volunteers, stayed until
late March when Lieutenant Colonel David Willock arrived with
his cavalry company.4 Lewis H. Garrard, who visited northern
New Mexico shortly after the revolt, recalled the presence of the
army during the trials of the conspirators. Troops stood guard
throughout the village. The day the guilty were to be executed
more than two hundred soldiers marched in front of the jail. Their
commander, Colonel Willock, observed the scene from astride a
"handsome charger," while a mountain howitzer placed atop the
jail stood ready in case of trouble. The troops supervised the hangings, then retired to their quarters.1; Most left soon for other assignments, but three companies apparently remained. 6 By October
1847 the army had decided that permanent arrangements were
needed; the "Post of Don Fernando de Taos" was officially established. Garrisoning it were Companies G, H, and K of the 3rd
Regiment of Missouri Volunteers commanded by Major W. W.
Reynolds. 7
During their stay in Taos, the Missouri Volunteers accentuated rather than alleviated anti-American sentiments. Mrs. Thomas
Boggs, the stepdaughter of Governor Bent, recalled years later that
soldiers punished offending Indians by harnessing them to army
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ambulances and running them from the pueblo into town. "They
would reach us exhausted," she remembered, "the crack of the
driver's -whip heralding their approach, with blood streaming from
their unprotected backs and legs-one ambulance being followed
by another and another, racing as they came by." Soldiers who
became bored by such entertainment, she added, sometimes hanged
their victims. s Naturally such actions only increased the possibility
of later rebellion.
Not until a year after the establishment of the post are sufficient
records available to indicate the activities of the troops in Taos.
By then the Missouri Volunteers had been replaced by Company
I, 1st Dragoons. Major B. L. Beall commanded the unit, which
included Lieutenant John Whittlesey, 3 sergeants, 4 corporals, 46
privates, and 2 buglers. 9 Besides preventing a new uprising, the
troops were now called upon to protect much of northern New
Mexico from incursions by Apache, Ute, Kiowa, Comanche, and
other Indian marauders. 10
Lieutenant Whittlesey, who frequently commanded the post
when Beall was on detached service, quickly discovered the immense practical problems of maintaining troops in a remote and
often hostile community. The Missouri Volunteers, he reported,
had "left such a bad reputation" that few Taos residents would
rent suitable quarters to the government unless an American guaranteed payment. What houses were available frequently required
extensive repair to make them habitable. Moreover, obtaining forage for the government livestock or hiring pack mules for expeditions against the Indians proved difficult and expensive. l l Even
the army command seemed to forget about Taos. Whittlesey complained early in 1849 that his men had not been paid for five
months and pleaded that the paymaster be sent soon. 12
Even before these logistical problems were solved, the Taos detachment set out on a series of expeditions against the Indians.
During February 1849 Beall received orders to send troops east
across the Sangre de Cristo range to free several MexicanAmericans held captive near Bent's Fort. Accompanied by local
guides and company of Second Dragoons, Beall and Whittlesey
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spent two weeks crossing the rugged mountains. Their long winter
march proved futile, however. Indian Agent Thomas Fitzpatrick,
fearing violence from a large band of Indians camped along the
Arkansas, discouraged Beall from demanding the return of the
prisoners. Thus, without even mentioning their assignment, the
soldiers returned to Taos through a heavy snow storm which cost
them several animals. Nothing had been accomplished. 13
No sooner had Beall completed one fruitless expedition than he
sent Whittlesey on another, this time to pursue a band of Ute
committing depredations north of Taos. Fifty men left on March 5
"with a well-appointed Company of Spies and Guides" and a
mountain howitzer. They moved north past the settlement on the
Rio Colorado and into the San Luis Valley. While one platoon
stayed behind to transport the howitzer, Whittlesey led the remainder through the Rio Grande gorge to a Ute village. After
exchanging words with an Indian spokesman, Whittlesey's men
opened fire. Before the outnumbered dragoons could retreat into a
nearby forest two soldiers died, along with six or seven Indians.
The other platoon also encountered the Ute, producing another
five or six casualties. The soldiers must have been somewhat consoled, spending the night in abandoned Indian lodges before their
return to Taos, but they had certainly failed to strike a decisive
blow. 14
The limited success of the Ute expedition was offset by a tragedy which it indirectly caused. While soldiers battled Indians, the
famed mountaineer Bill Williams, botanist-physician Dr. Benjamin Kern, and several Mexican-American guides entered the
area. Members of John C. Fremont's fourth western expedition,
they had left the main party to recover some drawings, instruments, and other supplies cached nearby. They had reached Taos
and were returning north when the Ute, angered over Whittlesey's attack, found and captured them. Eventually the MexicanAmericans were released, but Williams and Kern were killed. 15
Partly as a result of such exasperating expeditions, army officials
realized by the spring of 1849 that too few troops were stationed in
Taos to control the Indians over such an extensive area. Since ad-
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ditional forces could not be secured from the East, Colonel J. M.
Washington commanding the department authorized the enlistment of local volunteer u:riits~16 Almost immediately Beall enrolled
a company of Taos citizens under the command of Captain J. M.
Valdez. 17 Much of the work of defending northern New Mexico
subsequently fell to them.
In order to make better use of the enlarged forte now under his
command, Colonel Washington also ordered the establishment of
several subsidiary posts comprised of men on temporary detached
service from Taos. Early in April 1849, for example, 85 volunteers
left to patrol the plains around Las Vegas. IS A month later Beall
received orders to establish a station at "Sangre de Christo" in the
San Luis Valley eighty miles north of Taos. It was designed to protect the older frontier settlements and a new mining camp in the
area from Ute and Apache. 19 Beall selected a location near the
junction of Trinchera and Ute Creeks and soon had men from
Captain Valdez' volunteer company at work building a stockade. 20
But in less than a month he received new instructions to abandon
the project and return the soldiers. 21 In spite of Lieutenant Whittlesey's protests that withdrawal of the troops would expose the
"Rio Colorado frontier" to the "full fury" of the Indians/2 the
order stood, and the post was abandoned. Once more a great deal of
time and effort had been expended for naught. Thereafter, Taos
resumed the responsibility for protecting the San Luis Valley.
During the second half'of 1849 major attention was directed to
protecting northeastern New Mexico from attacks by the Jicarilla
Apache. The establishment of new ranches along the edge of the
Sangre de Cristos during the previous year invited raids which
eventually necessitated stationing military forces in the area. 23
News that the Apache were "robbing everywhere throughout the
mountains" reached Whittlesey in midsummer. To prevent a massacre and, hopefully, to chastise the hostiles, he ordered a sergeant
with 15 dragoons and 30 volunteers to the Rayado. 24 During the
fall Major William Grier mounted a major campaign against the
Apache, further depleting the Taos garrison. 25 For a time volunteers replaced the dragoons, but after Valdez' company was mus-
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tered out of the service in December, the full responsibility for
staffing the outpost fell on the much overworked detachment at
Taos. 26 'This command has been constantly engaged in active
service against the hostile Indians in N [ew] Mexico," complained
Beall at the end of the year, "and our force is weak & should be
releaved."27
As if combating hostile Indians was not enough to occupy the
exhausted Taos troops, increasing restlessness among the Pueblos
and Mexican-Americans in northern New Mexico suggested the
possibility of another revolt. James S. Calhoun, Territorial Governor and Superintendent of Indian Affairs, first suspected trouble
when he visited Taos Pueblo in January 1850' The Indians were
in a "moody and dissatisfied state" and complained to him of encroachments on their land, violations of their traditions, and arbitrary appointment of their officials by the government in Santa Fe.
"The wrongs to which the Pueblo Indians are subjected," Calhoun
concluded, "are inconceivable and ought to be remedied without a
moment's delay."28 He promised to convey their grievances to the
proper authorities in Washington. Certain, however, that mischievous Taos residents had agitated the Indians for their own
political purposes, Calhoun also suggested that in the future
Pueblo officials seek the counsel of Beall, Grier, Whittlesey, other
army officers, or Judge Charles Beaubien. All were friends who
could be trusted. 29
Despite Calhoun's warnings of possible unrest, the contingent at
Taos continually diminished in strength. Many soldiers remained
on duty at Rayado, while others were sent to reoccupy a post at
Abiquiu in northeastern New Mexico. 30 Major Beall's pleas that
his forces were "barely sufficient" to keep the Ute and Apache from
raiding Taos, much less put down a Pueblo uprising, brought
nothing more than explanations that "no disposable force" could
be spared to reinforce the detachment. 31 By May 27 all regular
troops had withdrawn from Taos. 32
Officials who had almost forgotten the bloody massacre in Taos
less than three years before were suddenly reminded of it by a
letter from Lieutenant Whittlesey in June. The young officer,
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whose long experience qualified him to comment on conditions in
the area, warned that troops were once again needed in Taos. The
political controversy over whether New Mexico should be a state
or a territory had aroused the "lower class" of Mexican-Americans
to the extent that many "intelligent citizens" feared a violent
outbreak.
Though not disposed myself to be an alarmist, yet I feel it my duty to
express an opinion that it is unsafe to leave Taos any longer without
at least a detachment of ten or fifteen men. Considerable public
property-some arms, ammunition, & c-are now there with no other
guard than some half-dozen ill-armed teamsters.

Whittlesey concluded by reminding his superiors that "the revolutionary character of the inhabitants" of Taos was "well-known and
should be guarded against."33
As soon as Colonel John Munroe, now commanding the Ninth
Military Department, received the warning, he wrote Major Grier,
who was still at Rayado, asking him to dispatch a company of men
back across the mountains. Grier indicated no surprise at hearing of
the rumored unrest, commenting that he had "not the slightest confidence in the honesty, patriotism, or fidelity of the people of the
Taos Valley" whom he regarded as "but slightly superior to the
Apaches." He did agree that it was probably wise to station troops
in the area until the political campaign had ended and ordered
Lieutenant Oliver H. P. Taylor and a company of soldiers to Taos.
He also promised to return with his own men as soon as possible. 34
Contrary to the expectations of Whittlesey, troops stationed at
Taos during the fall and winter found conditions extremely quiet.
If Taylor and Grier spent any time at the post, they filed no returns,
and it was not officially "re-occupied" until the arrival of Company
H, 3rd Infantry, in mid-July. Soon Captain William H. Gordon
assumed command. 35 Taos residents may have feared that the
soldiers would not stay for the winter, for late that same month
they wrote Munroe. Pointing out that within a few days the
Apache had entered th.e village of Rio Colorado and were approaching Taos, they asked him to send out a major expedition against
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them. 36 The troops stayed, but no campaigns seem to have been
mounted during the months that followed. Even the Pueblos and
Mexican-Americans remained unusually peacefuI.51
The only important development came in early September
1850, when Colonel George A. McCall arrived on an official inspection of New Mexico installations. He found only forty-four
men and one officer, Lieutenant Andrew Jackson, in camp.
McCall's description of supply and housing problems closely resembled Whittlesey's earlier report. For quarters, stables, and
storerooms, the government had again rented a number of "the
usual adobe dwellings of the country" at a total cost of $ I 20 per
month. Forage and fodder could be produced locally but only at
high prices, due at least in part to the "bad management" of
farmers in the area. Generally, however, McCall found the
quarters clean, the books well kept, and the overall appearance of
things excellent. 58
Having described the post and its garrison, McCall went on to
evaluate its importance. He reiterated the consistent military
opinion that the residents of Taos were "the most turbulent in New
Mexico" and that the Pueblo Indians nearby "still entertain a
smothered feeling of animosity against the Americans." As a precaution, therefore, he recommended that a half-company of infantry be stationed in Taos to enforce the laws and "keep these
people quiet." On the other hand, he argued with equal firmness
that Taos "had nothing to recommend it" as a base for campaigns
against the Ute and Apache. He much preferred sites which were
closer to Indian country and less expensive to maintain. 59
Not only McCall recommended a reduced role for the Taos
detachment. In January 185 I, when Colonel Munroe evaluated
the posts in his department for the Adjutant General, he concluded
that "for military purposes" no troops were needed in Taos as long
as the installations were maintained at Rayado and Abiquiu. "For
civil considerations," however, it might be well to keep an infantry
. "40
company there "for a tIme.
A letter from Charles Beaubien in mid-June reinforced the many
fears that another Taos uprising might yet take place. Beaubien, an
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old and respected Taos resident,41 reported in terms remarkably
similar to those Whittlesey voiced exactly a year before. He had
become convinced that many "lower class" Taos residents contemplated a "rebellion against the constituted United States
authorities." Secret meetings had been held; rumors circulated in
an attempt to arouse the populace. Very possibly another "massacre" of the few Americans and foreigners would be attempted.
The situation was ever more critical because of the close proximity
of the Jicarilla Apache, who had been buying whiskey within a
few miles of town. Clandestine conferences between the Ute and
the Pueblos foreshadowed trouble. Only by sending a company of
artillery or more mounted troops to augment the meager force in
the valley, Beaubien warned, could tragedy be averted. 42
·Beaubien's letter produced the kind of response which previous
pleas had failed to bring. Calhoun immediately forwarded a copy
to Colonel John Munroe at military headquarters with a note suggesting that the "utmost vigilance" would be necessary to "prevent
the outbreak desired by the restless. "43 Quickly the commander
moved to reinforce his troops. On June 14 Munroe ordered Major
H. 1. Kendrick vyith two companies of artillery to Taos. Although
his task was to "enquire fully into all the unrest connected with
the contemplated rebellion," the sixty men and two howitzers he
took suggested stronger action.44
Surprisingly, not everyone agreed with Munroe's swift action.
Major Gordon, still commanding troops in Taos, took offense; his
opinions had not been solicited. He argued that the whole affair
(apparently including Beaubien's letter) had "originated through
political feeling." In fact scheming Americans had informed the
Mexican-Americans of a possible revolution. Gordon further
argued that the sudden arrival of so many troops commanded by an
officer senior to himself had "operat[ed] unfavorably upon my
character with this people.. They know I am being relieved of
command."45 Munroe and his adjutant attempted in vain to explain
their action, insisting that they had intended no reRection on
Gordon's ability.46 Still hard feelings no doubt remained.
Major Kendrick's report filed from Taos June 22 reinforced
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Gordon's view that Beaubien had grossly exaggerated the likelihood
of an uprising. "After the fullest possible inquiry," he concluded
that although some Mexicans might have considered violence,
their plans included only robbery and plund,er. He could find no
evidence of insurrection. Since the Apache had now disappeared
and even the local priest, apparently Jose Antonio Martinez, saw
no need for the troops, Kendrick recommended that they be withdrawn. Munroe agreed, and by month's end the soldiers had returned to Santa Fe. 47
Once fears of a rebellion subsided, military officials again considered abandoning the Taos installation. The idea received new
support from Colonel E. V. Sumner, who took command of the
Ninth Military Department in July. Almost immediately he began
consolidating the multitude of smaller posts into a few major
forts. The establishment of Fort Union as department headquarters and supply center climaxed this program. Sumner also
believed that New Mexico towns provided a poor environment for
American soldiers, and thus he stationed all troops in remote, rural
10cations. 48 As a result, in August Sumner announced his intention
to abandon Taos. Larger posts would be established along the
lower Rio Grande at Valverde and to the north in Ute and Apache
country.49
The new district commander soon discovered that withdrawing
troops from Taos was more difficult than it seemed. As a first step,
late in October, he ordered Gordon and his infantry company to
move to La Joya (Velarde) for the winter. Before leaving they were
to make "suitable arrangements" for protecting the flour stockpiled
in Taos. 50 No sooner had word of this action reached Taos than
residents began to plead that the troops remain. Ceran St. Vrain,
a well-known mountaineer and businessman, asked that at least a
company of dragoons stay for the winter and offered to furnish
them 2,000 sacks of corn. 51 Other citizens volunteered to provide
"sufficient and comfortable quarters." They also guaranteed that
corn would be available at reasonable prices. As a result, just after
Gordon reached his winter station: he received instructions sending
him back to Taos. "On your arrival," an explanatory letter in-
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structed him, "you will call upon the citizens to point out the
quarters intended for your command." If the accommodations
proved unsuitable, he was to "require them to comply with their
agreement."52
Although Gordon and about seventy soldiers remained in Taos
throughout the winter and spring of 1851-1852, they apparently
did little except provide a convenient market for the supplies of
local farmers and merchants. Perhaps this was their major purpose.
John Greiner, an Indian agent, visited Taos in October. He reported that although the Kiowa and Arapaho had recently attacked
a Ute village near the Rio Colorado (now anglicized to "Red
River"), driven off fifty head of livestock, and captured several
women and children, the soldiers in Taos could "afford no assistance." He pleaded that some means be devised to protect the peaceful Ute from their enemies.53 Late in March 1852, Sumner prepared to pacify the Indians of the San Luis Valley by establishing a
new post, Fort Massachusetts, eighty miles north of Taos. 54 The
question of what would happen to the older installation in Taos
remained to be answered.
After several years of indecision, the army finally acted during
the summer of 1852. In order to provide a garrison at Fort Massachusetts, Gordon's Company H, 3rd Infantry, left Taos with
Major George A. H. Blake to take up station in the San Luis
Valley.55 On June 14, 1852, the post at Fernando de Taos was
officially abandoned.56 Not for long would it lack military protection, however. Less than two months later, on August 7, Company
I, 1st dragoons reached Taos under the command of Captain
Robert Ransom, Jr. to establish a new post. Located ten miles
southwest of Taos and fifteen miles from the Rio Grande, this became Cantonment Burgwin,57 named in honor of Captain John
H. K. Burgwin who died in the Battle of Taos Pueblo in 1847.58
Thus began a new era in the military history of northern New
Mexico.
During a half-decade of presence in Taos the army had accomplished a great deal. Despite continuing rumors of unrest, a second
Taos Rebellion never occurred; slowly the Mexican-Americans and
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Pueblo Indians in the region accepted the inevitability of United
States occupation. They also learned to sell agricultural products to
the military. Moreover, continuing though never conclusive forays
against the Indians in the area assured a greater measure of security
for the town of Taos and the ranches surrounding it. As a result the
economy of the region prospered.
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49

REVOLT AT MORA, 1847

JAMES W. GOODRICH

\X0..R WITH MEXICO was declared May 13, 1846. One of the first
objectives of the United States was the occupation of New Mexico.
Brigadier General Stephen Watts Kearny and the Army of the
West accomplished this feat during the summer of 1846, without
fighting one major or minor engagement. On August 18 the Army
of the West took possession of Santa Fe. Three days later Kearny
announced "his intention to hold the department, with its original
boundaries ... as a part of the United States, under the name of
the Territory of New Mexico."! ·On the twenty-fourth Kearny
wrote to the adjutant general that he had organized the civil government, appointed officials, prepared and published laws for the
territory, and "made the necessary Military arrangements for maintaining the perfect order, peace & quiet, now so happily existing."2
Peace and quiet, however, did not "happily exist." After Kearny
and Colonel Alexander W. Doniphan's expeditions left the territory, Colonel Sterling Price assumed command of the'remaining
American troops in New Mexico. Both he and Charles Bent,
Kearny's appointee as civil governor, were aware of native unrest
and pockets of resistance. Too many New Mexicans opposed the
American occupation and were prepared to rebel against the invader, when afforded the chance. 3 In addition, Indian raids in the
territory continued against American troops and civilians, supply
trains, and mails. Most of these were isolated incidents. It was not
until December 1846 that a concerted and fairly well-conceived
plan of revolt was formulated.
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The revolt was to take place in Santa Fe, capital of the territory,
on Christmas Eve. The attempt to retake Santa Fe and to murder
Price and Bent was squelched when an informant warned the
Americans. Price and Bent acted quickly. American troops went
through the town rounding up revolutionary leaders. Some, including Tomas Ortiz, Pablo Montoya, Manuel Cortez, and T omasito, a Pueblo Indian chief, managed to escape and to renew their
attempts to foment rebellion. 4
Their opportunity came in January 1847 when Bent, much to
the dismay of many officials, decided to leave the comparative
safety of the capital for his home in Taos. The governor apparently
underestimated the signs of increased hostility among the native
population, perhaps believing that his twenty-two-year association
with the territory would protect him from harm. 5 Bent left for Taos
on the fourteenth, with a small party. Four days later, near the end
of the journey, a band of hostile Pueblo Indians confronted the
travelers. Some of their tribesmen had been jailed as thieves, and
the Pueblos demanded their release. Bent refused to comply; such
matters were handled through the processes of the law. Maneuvering his horse through the crowd, Bent led his party over the snowcovered countryside into Taos. 6
Taos was ripe for revolt. Unfortunately for Bent and his companions, Pablo Montoya was in town. Once aware of the governor's presence, Montoya, Manuel Cortez, and other revolutionaries
quickly enlisted anti-American townspeople to their cause.
Throughout the day of the eighteenth Indians from Taos pueblo,
three miles away, swelled the ranks of Montoya's recruits. During
the night groups of enraged natives rumbled through the streets of
Taos and occasional bursts of gunfire were heard. Friends of the
governor periodically stopped at his home and pleaded with him to
Bee with his family. Bent refused, revolt erupted, and the next
morning he was dead, his lifeless body pierced with arrows and
shot; his scalp was paraded through the town. 7
The murders of Bent and other officials were the first bloody acts
of the Taos rev01t. Their appetite for insurrection only whetted, the
insurgents rushed through the territory' carrying the word to rebel

GOODRICH: REVOLT AT MORA

51

against the Americans. Manuel Cortez relayed the grisly news over
the Sangre de Cristo Mountains to his native village of Mora in
eastern New Mexico. s
Meanwhile a group of Americans and one Frenchman had left
Las Vegas for Independence, Missouri. This party of traders and
trappers included two Missourians who had been active in the
territory. Lawrence L. Waldo had entered the southwest trade as
early as 1829. Benjamin Pruett had ranched or traded in the area
for a number of years, and in 1846 he opened the first American
hotel in Santa Fe. Another Missourian, Romulus E. Culver, came
to New Mexico in the fall of 1846, employed by the United States
government as a Superintendent of Teamsters, Teams and Wagons
for Bent's Fort. He also engaged in trading ventures. 9 Joseph Funk,
'Lewis Cabanne, a Mr. Noyes, a Mr.. Valentine, and Ola Ponett
completed the party.I0
Culver was not overly concerned for his safety. He once wrote
his wife that, "Several men have been killed by the Indians as for
My part I have never been molested I have passed through hundreds."ll And when he informed her of the attempted Santa Fe
uprising he did not express any undue alarm for his safety. He
believed the revolt had been "suppressed."12
Waldo, however, was particularly aware of the unrest among the
New Mexicans. A few days before he prepared to leave the territory he wrote one of his brothers, David Waldo, a captain of the
1st Missouri Volunteers, that:
It seems that a general mistake has been made by all that were
acquainted with the gente of this Territory in regard to their willingness to be subject to the rule of the United States. It is satisfactorily
ascertained that not one in ten is a gusto, and as I can judge, and I
am well acquainted with the eastern side of the mountains, not one in
one hundred is content. 13

Despite Waldo's concern, the traders loaded their profits and provisions into his wagon and began their trip to Missouri. 14 As they
journeyed north from Las Vegas, the traders were unaware of the
events taking place in Taos. Waldo presumably had unfinished
business in Mora, a village of some two hundred homes about
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thirty miles north of Las Vegas, and the group planned to stop
there, possibly spend the night of the twentieth, and proceed on
their way the next morning. 15
Cortez, who had reached the village before the traders, stirred
many of the people with his news of the Taos murders. Soon those
who wanted to rid their lands of the Americans were prepared to
act. When Waldo's party appeared, an angry mob surrounded
them and ordered them to surrender their weapons. Culver balked;
he preferred to fight, even though greatly outnumbered. Then, informed they would not be hurt but only held prisoners, they finally
gave up their arms. Within minutes they lay sprawled in the dirt
street, shot to death. The mob dumped the bodies in a ravine outside the vilIage. 16 Instigated by the Taos revolt, Cortez and his followers had taken the first American lives in the eastern half of the
territory.
News of the murders at Mora spread through the countryside.
On the twentieth, a witness to the deaths rode into Las Vegas.
Locating the town's mayor, Juan de Dios Maes, the rider reported
the killings and produced a proclamation urging all New Mexicans
to join in the revolt. Maes gave it to American Levi Keithley and
asked his advice. After talking with Keithley and other leaders,
Maes called a meeting of the townspeople. He pleaded with them
not to join the revolt. His views prevailed. Moments later, Captain
Israel R. Hendley and Lieutenant N. J. Williams of Lieutenant
Colonel David Willock's Battalion, Missouri Volunteers, arrived. 17
Hendley, who was in charge of a grazing detachment near Las
Vegas, was immediately informed of the uprising in Mora and
shown the incriminating document. To calm the fearful Las
Vegans the captain promised to come to their aid if insurgents from
Mora, or anywhere, attacked the town. Then he left to join his
troops.iS
Americans in Las Vegas were deeply worried and sent a rider
after the two officers. He implored Hendley to return to the tOvvn
with his command to protect the people. The captain balked, saying that his orders did not allow him to transfer the detachment.
He did offer to let those fearing attack join the volunteers at their
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camp. Finally, after more discussion, Hendley relented, and the
next morning he returned to Las Vegas with his company.19
By January 23 Hendley had further information on the Mora
killings plus reports that every town in the eastern part of the territory, except Las Vegas and Tecolote, had revolted. The same day
he sent a dispatch to Colonel Price summarizing the occurrences
in Las Vegas and Mora. He also ordered Lieutenant Thomas C.
McKamey, Co. A of the 2nd Missouri Volunteers, to bring his men
to Las Vegas. Told that the revolutionaries were still in Mora,
Hendley planned to take part of his command and attack the place.
To ensure the success of any potential engagement, he asked Price
to send more ammunition· and two pieces of artillery; his troops
were short on powder and shot. 20
Late the following day, Hendley, Lieutenant Jones H. Owens of
Co. C, Battalion of Missouri Volunteers, and McKamey started for
Mora with some eighty men. That evening the volunteers made
camp in a mountain canyon and luckily found a "half-starved" cow
to add to their meager dinner. Their horses went hungry, for the
canyon contained no grass or forage. Before sunup, the troops
mounted and rode toward Mora. Six miles from the village snow
began to fall and increased to storm proportions. When they entered Mora Valley the storm abated. 21
A half-mile from the village the volunteers came upon a plundered ranch owned by a Frenchman who had been murdered by
the insurgents. The volunteers dismounted and in the fire-gutted
ranch house the American officers conferred. Hendley and
McKamey wanted to attack immediately, but Owens believed the
volunteers should wait for possible reinforcements, or at least the
ammunition and the artillery they hoped Price would send. 22
Besides lacking sufficient ammunition-the volunteers had only
some ten rounds per man-they faced an apparently well-fortified
village occupied by som~ two hundred insurgents. Any attack
against Cortez and his men would prove difficult, if only because
of the layout of the village. Threats of Indian attacks had delayed
the permanent settlement of Mora until 1840, even though settlers
had made their homesjn the area since the early 1830'S. To protect

54

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW XLVII:l

1972

themselves against further Indian depredations, in the 1840'S the
people built their homes close together and constructed a fort. 23
Private John Hudgins, one of the volunteers, pictured the town as:
... about 250 or 300 yards square, with lines of adobe houses joined
together except in two places, which was occupied by cedar pickets
eight feet high, one two-story L[-shaped] adobe building at the northwest angle and wood block [house] at the southeast angle. The twostory building was pierced with loopholes for small arms and one embrasure for cannon (but no cannon) all in the upper story.24

a

While the American officers were formulating their plans, four
New Mexicans dashed from the mountains toward the village.
Immediately Hendley ordered McKamey and five volunteers to
mount, pursue, and apprehend the New Mexicans before they
reached the safety of Mora. As the Americans rode to cut them off,
revolutionaries emerged from the village to rescue their compatriots. 25 McKamey's party was temporarily checked, then driven
back. The New Mexicans formed a skirmish line in the cornfields
about one hundred yards from the walls of the village. Hendley
countered by ordering his remaining troops to mount and charge
the New Mexican line. Riding down a gentle slope of some three
hundred yards the Americans pressed their mounts. At the edge of
the cornfield was a ditch "eight or ten feet wide and three or four
feet deep," filled with snow. The oncoming horsemen were unaware of tbe dangerous pitfall. When the volunteers reached the
ditch the insurgents opened fire. Horses stumbled and fell; several
volunteers were thrown but only one man failed to recapture his
mount. 26 The charge was broken but the volunteers continued their
attack as the New Mexicans fired two or three volleys, then hastily
retreated back to the village, leaving fifteen of their party to be
captured. 21
About sixty insurgents ran to a large L-shaped building with a
wall ten feet high. Fourteen volunteers in close pursuit dismounted
"within twenty steps of the wall" and took aim. When the New
Mexicans peered over the wall the volunteers fired, killing two and
wounding one. Those remaining flew the white flag and sur-
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rendered. 28 Other· volunteers had left their horses. Firing independently, they forced the New Mexicans from the housetops on
the west side of the village. Although Cortez and his men attempted to return shot for shot, the only loopholes were in the
upper story of the large fort. Unable to shoot from safe positions,
the insurgents were at a disadvantage. 29
Elsewhere the Americans who had reached the outer walls of
the buildings were trying to burn them or break through. Hendley,
McKamey, and a detachment of volunteers, still mounted, rode
around a corner of the town and came within close range of the
New Mexicans manning the loopholes. The insurgents fired repeatedly, but the volunteers reined their horses against the walls of
the fort, using the structure as protection. After dismounting,
Hendley and his party rushed the connecting houses, capturing or
killing any revolutionary who could not get into the fort. Then,
returning to the walls of one of the fort's compartments, the
Americans, using a makeshift battering ram, broke through one of
the doors. When they entered the room, they were met by gunfire
which, along with the dense smoke from surrounding fires, forced
them to retreat. 30 Hendley appeared as his men were leaving the
compartment. He ordered them to follow him back into the smokefilled room. Private John Speaks told the captain not to go in; the
New Mexicans were pouring a deadly fire from the door at the end
of the room. Hendley paid no attention. As he entered, a shot
struck him in the groin, drove downward, and severed the main
artery in his left thigh. The volunteers picked up their leader and
retreated; in minutes, Hendley was dead. 31
After almost three hours of fighting, Cortez and his men were
still entrenched in the fort. Lieutenants Jones and McKamey, fearing that the insurgents might be reinforced, called off the attack.
Gathering up their prisoners, securing their dead captain to a mule,
and locating the wife of a trader who was safe in Santa Fe, the
expedition began the return to Las Vegas. 32 From there McKamey
on the twenty-fifth wrote Price apprising him of Hendley's death,
the number of wounded (three), and the battle. He ended his
report with the comment: "If we had only one or two pieces of
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artillery to scare them out of their dens we could whip all the
Mexicans this side of the [Sangre de Cristo] range."ss
Price was not in Santa Fe when McKamey's dispatch arrived.
Lieutenant Colonel Willock, temporarily in command, read the
report. He selected Jesse I. Morin, a captain in the Battalion of
Missouri Volunteers, to assume Hendley's command and ordered
him to lead a force of some two hundred men, with one piece of
artillery, back to Mora to renew the attack. S4 On February 1 the
expedition entered the Mora Valley prepared to exact retribution.
Once aware of the approaching Americans the insurgents, instead
of preparing for battle, hastily exited from the village and struck
out for the safety of the mountains. Morin's troops rode through
the village, killing or capturing stragglers and putting the torch to
every building, except those housing invalids. s5 Continuing
through the valley, the volunteers burned ranches and grain fields,
destroying everything that could be used for food and shelter. They
questioned captured insurgents about the deaths of the traders.
Continuous threats finally induced the New Mexicans to tell
where the bodies were. After collecting their prisoners and recovering the bodies, Morin and his men began the return to Santa Fe. 36
American lives taken at Mora had been avenged.
Although the routing of the Mora insurgents officially ended the
outbreaks, the American military operation in the valley was not
completely successful. By razing the village and destroying crops,
the volunteers did deprive other guerrillas of housing and foodstuffs. In this vein the Liberty, Missouri, Weekly Tribune of
March 27, 1847, commented that Morin and his men had left the
New Mexicans "nothing whatever to subsist on-a just retribution
for their assassination of innocent people." But the volunteers also
destroyed foodstuffs that were vitally needed by their own army.
As another American newspaper more appropriately observed: "He
[Morin] made the inhabitants feel the horrors of war, but unfortunately, we must come in for a share of it, by the destruction of
\
wheat and corn."ST
And, as in Santa Fe, the Americans failed to capture the insurgent leader. Escaping to the mountains, in the months to come,
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Cortez continued to harass the invaders of his homeland, at times
allying his followers with the Apache or Cheyenne Indians. Ironically Cortez, who had no allegiances, returned to Mora with his
band and attacked the rebuilt village and the people who had
joined him in extending the Taos revolt. 38
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MR. CATRON'S ILL-HUMORED COW'"

Mr. M. W. Mills
Springer, N.M.
Dear Mills:
I received the cow after she had been on the car 48 hours. She
was evidently loose in the car, thrown about in every direction; she
was not given any water sure, because after I got her and could get
her quieted down so she would drink she drank 5 bucket fulls.
When she reached here she was out of humor and furious. They
undertook to milk her at the depot before notifying me, and after
they did so the cow broke loose and they did not get her again for
more than half a day. She was in a terrible condition, did not look
to me like she would live; but I watered her and fed her best way
possible and now she has picked up considerably, but she is still
out of humor. I have her taken out every day on to the blue grass
in my yard but she will not touch it. I keep a halter on her and
have her fastened to a tree. She has a range of about ten yards from
it all in fine blue grass, but she will not eat blue grass. She eats
alfalfa and bran and other things that we give her in the stable.
She gave very little milk after we received her, but now she is
doing better; she.is improving, but of course we are all strange to
her and the place is strange. I presume after a while she will get
.Thomas Benton Catron Collection. University of New Mexico Library. Courtesy
Dr. Victor Westphall.
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good natured and then she will get along better and eat the blue
grass and also give probably more milk. We are getting about two
gallons a day from her now. I should think that she ought to give
at least three gallons or more. What do you think about that?
Enclosed I send you a check on the bank here for $75. The
Railroad Company charged me $1 8 for freight. The Express Co.
told me they would have charged only $ 15. As I did not get any
benefit from the work that your men did in making the crate, that
is, because the crate was not sufficient, I hardly think I ought to pay
that part of the bill; had she been properly crated, so that the express company would bring her, she would have arrived here at
least 30 hours sooner, in much better condition, and the cost of
transportation would have been $3 less. As I say, I do not think I
ought to pay the $5 extra there for those reasons. If, however, you
think that I ought to pay it, say so freely and I will send you a
check for it and have no hard feelings, but instead of my getting
any benefit from the crating which you ask me to pay for, the cow
was injured in my judgment at least $5 in value by being put in
the open car, loose, and thrown all over the car so that she has not
yet recovered from it, either in physical condition or in her mental
condition. I paid $3 more than I would have had to pay for the
transportation and have been to other expense and trouble here to
look out for her owing to the terrible condition in which she arrived. She seemed to me to be on her last legs when she got here.
I think she will prove satisfactory after a while when she gets
good-natured and gets to giving the full amount of her milk. .
I hope you will be satisfied with the $75.
Very truly, etc.,

T. B. CATRON
Ene. 1-$75
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MR. CATRON'S COW

A.T. & S.P. Ry. CO.,
Santa Fe, N .M.
Dear Sirs:
Enclosed find check for $ I 8.00 for freight on a cow from Springer to Santa Fe. I protest against the amount of this bill. I think $18
an exorbitant rate. The cow did not weight over 750 pounds, and
the express company would have brought her for $15.00 and got
her here within 18 hours from the time she started, while it took
your company about 48 hours or a little more to deliver her; besides
she did riot receive any water on the road and no other attention
as far as I could learn. When she arrived here she was in a very bad
condition, out of humor, almost dead. I think that bill should be
cut in two. Probably you have no right to act on it, but while I pay
it I pay it under protest.
Very truly, etc.,

T. B. CATRON
Ene.

I
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THE FIRST AMERICAN: A STORY OF NORTH AMERICAN ARCHAEOLOGY. By
C. W. Ceram. New York: Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, Inc., 1971. Pp.
xxii, 358. lIlus., maps, bibliog., index. $9.95.
THIS VOLUME by the German-American popular writer, C. W. Ceram
(Kurt W. Marek) brings the kind of approach to New World archaeological studies that Ceram has previously used for the Old World. In this
book Ceram attempts to describe the archaeology of North Americadeliberately leaving out the civilizations of Mesoamerica and of Andean
South America. What we have here is a kind of archaeological guidebook,
originally intended for Europeans (the American edition is a translation
from the original German text) but also suited for American readers.
The First American has a rather peculiar and not very logical organization. It begins with an account of Thomas Jefferson as an archaeologist, a
man who in Ceram's words made "nothing less than the first attempt at
a scientific archaeological excavation." The story then takes us to the
Viking contact with America, the voyages of the early Spanish explorers,
and incursions into North America by such people as Cabeza de Vaca,
Marcos de Niza, and Coronado. Ceram follows with a discussion of
Bandelier, Cushing, Fewkes, Kidder, Earl Morris, and other pioneers of
Southwestern archaeology. He then interpolates a section on dating
methods, especially as they occur in the Southwest. The Southwest theme
is continued with a discussion of Basketmaker-Pueblo and HohokamMogollon, but this is followed by a description of the origin and spread of
maize. Ceram then turns his attention to the eastern United States and
the "Mound Builders" but interrupts this theme to discuss various crackpot theories of the populating of the New World.
The last-and, generally speaking, the best-section of Ceram's book
deals with ancient man in North America, especially in the western United
States. For some reason this section is interrupted for a sketch of the
Gallina culture of northern New Mexico (a Pueblo Indian manifestation
of the early second millenium, A.D.). As a sort of coda to the ancient
man section and to the book as a whole, Ceram has a chapter on the "wild"
California Indian, Ishi, discovered by A. L. Kroeber and T. T. Waterman
of the University of California. Ishi lived at the University Museum of
Anthropology till his death in 1916.
This, then, is the skeletal outline of a book haphazardly put togethera work in which the whole is considerably less than the sum of its parts.
If the reader takes each chapter as a unit and does not try too hard to relate it to any overall structure, the book reads very well indeed. Ceram has
done a large amount of research for this volume. He consults accepted
authorities but does not necessarily take them at face value; his statements
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are cautious-indeed, even conservative. There are mistakes-anyone
writing a synthesis of this sort will make mistakes! For example, in the
chapters on Cibola and on the early archaeology of the Southwest, Ceram
describes a most unlikely route for Cabeza de Vaca;has an exaggerated
idea .of what sign language can do; and accepts as fact the preposterous
idea that Bandelier learned Tiwa in ten days. On the other hand, in these
same pages, Ceram deals with Fray Marcos and Coronado, avoiding the
excessive romanticism that characterizes certain of his sources, especially A.
Grove Day, and, to some degree, Bandelier himself.
To sum up, I found this an enjoyable book and one from which the
European or American non-professional can get considerable dependable
information. The reader will have to skip back and forth a bit because of
the rambling nature of the book, and he may get the idea (perhaps not
wholly erroneous) that the archaeology of the eastern United States is
far less well developed than that of the Southwest.
The illustrations and plates are excellent and the bibliography and index are well done.

Southern Illinois University

CARROLL L. RILEY

THE DELIGHT MAKERS. By Adolf F. Bandelier. New York: Harcourt Brace
Jovanovich, 1971. Pp. xxxii, 49 0. $2·95.
THE LAST thirty years have seen a revival of interest in the anthropologist
and historian Adolph Bandelier, who died in 1914 and whose field work in
the Southwest and in Mexico was done during the period 1880-1892. This
revival in interest is in large part due tci the discovery and publication of a
large corpus of Bandelier letters, journals, and manuscripts. In 1940 Leslie
A. White published the considerable Bandelier-Morgan correspondence and
in 1960 White and Ignacio Bernal brought out the letters between JoaquIn
Garda Icazbalceta and Bandelier. In the 1960's Charles H. Lange and I
began the enormous task of publishing the Southwestern portion of Bandelier's daily jQurnals, two volumes of which have now appeared. More
recently, Father Ernest J. Burrus has begun the publication in English of
Bandelier's long Histoire manuscript.
It seems fitting therefore that a new printing of the great historical novel
The Delight Makers should now appear. This book, written in the mid1880'S, is a love and adventure tale about the pre-Columbian ancestors of
two Pueblo Indian groups, the Keres and the Tewa of the upper Rio
Grande basin. The story is largely modeled on the Pueblo of Cochiti where
Bandelier did field work. The major setting for the story is the Rita de Los
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Frijoles, the area "discovered" by Bandelier in 188o, part of which is now
included in the Bandelier National Monument.
The Delight Makers was published both in English and in German
(under the title Die Koshare) in 1890' The book was praised by the critics
as a well-written and accurate portrayal of Southwestern Indians hut had
little popular appeal. It remained in print for many years, however, and in
time was accepted as a minor classic of American literature.
The present paperback reprint is attractively designed and the new
introduction by Stefan Jovanovich is useful in placing Bandelier in the
scientific and intellectual context of his times. Regretfully, Jovanovich does
not seem to be acquainted with the recent work on Bandelier; had he read
the material on Bandelier's background by Lange and myself or by Burrus,
he would have avoided giving certain bits of misinformation on Bandelier's
past. This occasional lapse in the introduction, however, does not really
detract from the book. The important thing is that this fine historical novel
is now available to a mass audience. It deserves to be read.
Southern Illinois University

CARROLL L RILEY

THE AMERICAN SOUTHWEST: ITs PEOPLES AND CULTURES. By Lynn I.
Perrigo. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1971. Pp. x, 469.
Illus., bibliog., index. $8,95'.
THIS is a very comprehensive and carefully done history of the SouthwestTexas to California, through New Mexico and Arizona, with passing attention, when in order, to bordering states, both Mexican and of the U.S.A.
It was an ambitious undertaking to compress into 400-odd pages almost
four hundred years of history, and to preface the story with a sizable chapter
on the pre-Spanish Southwest. The author has expanded, deepened, and
broadened his earlier study of the region; this work is definitely geared to
the requirements of the college/university teacher wishing to build a course
on the Southwest, covering the Indian, Spanish, Mexican, American, and
contemporary periods. In his desire to include the important personalities
and events in his vast story the author tends to become a bit encyclopedic.
This in a textbook is a plus factor, for all the basic information is made
available-textbooks, after all, are rarely works of literature. The writing is
clear and the coverage remarkably extensive.
The section on the Spanish period is written with warm understanding
and is regularly simpatico, but without loss of sound objectivity. There are
several errors in dates and one or two in fact which have escaped attention
or are proofreading oversights. The chapter on "The Colonial Pattern" is
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quite good. This reviewer feels that the author makes his best contribution
in treating the period from early to mid-nineteenth century; to him the
so-called Mexican era is not the inconsequential span of years to be dismissed with a few vapid generalities, the expected names and events. Regularly in treating the American period, in its varied aspects, the Southwest
is put into the context of the larger West, very notably in the treatment of
the Indian problem, the cattle industry, and lines of communication and
transportation. The final lOo-odd pages are devoted to the modern Southwest, with the last two dozen of those pages interestingly devoted to "Cultural Maturity." Minority problems come in for their full share of consideration-Indians, Spanish Americans, Negroes, and Orientals.
The author is so busy telling and compressing his vast story that he allows
himself little time for extensive interpretations or philosophizing. When he
does, however, one is grateful for his sharing his wealth of experience and
understanding, accumulated during the many years of his intimate connection with the New Mexico core of the Southwest as professor at New
Mexico Highlands University, in historic Las Vegas. He speaks with a
sound appreciation of the Southwest's modern problems and a deep knowledge of how they got that way, also with an optimism that they may be well
along the road toward eventual solution.
The bibliography is extensive, the maps well conceived and helpful, the
occasional tables very revealing. A sixteen-page "Photo Essay on the American Southwest" is interesting, varied, and by no means trite. Professor Perrigo has produced a very useful and definitely usable study.

University of New Mexico

JOHN FRANCIS BANNON, S.J.

THE SANTA FE TRAIL: A HISTORICAL BIBLIOGRAPHY. By Jack D. Rittenhouse. Albuquerque: The University of New Mexico Press, 1971. Pp.
271. IIIus., map, index. $12.00.
UNUSUAL in bibliographies, this one begins with a graceful and lucid
overview of its subject. In twenty-seven pages Jack Rittenhouse sketches
the history of the Santa Fe Trail from its genesis in the Spanish period to
its supersedure by the railroad. He describes the topography of the trail; the
basic· route and its alternates; the forts and towns along the way; the users
of the trail-merchants, soldiers, Texas raiders, gold seekers-and assesses
the significance of the "Trail of Commerce and Conquest" as an international highway connecting Mexico and the United States. This introductory essay, then, provides a superb framework for the bibliography that
follows.
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The bibliography itself represents a judicious selection of remarkable
thoroughness. Nothing of significance is missing. It includes scarce pamphlets, articles from brand books and obscure journals, and even children's
books, which should please librarians. In addition to listing some 350 books
and 250 articles, Rittenhouse has located over 100 Congressional documents relating to the Trail. A separate chronological index to these Congressional documents accompanies the regular index to the volume.
We have, however, come to expect thoroughness from bibliographies. It
is Rittenhouse's succinct and highly informative annotations which make
this bibliography particularly impressive. Every item is described or evaluated. In the case of books, Rittenhouse identifies subsequent editions, occasionally evaluating them. He tells us which libraries hold particularly
scarce items. The annotations contain some surprisingly useful information
-we are told, for example, where to obtain reprints of Niles' Register, and
that microfilm copies of each item in Wagner and Camp's classic bibliography are available and where to obtain them.
Rittenhouse's annotation can be brutally frank as in his comment on A
Summer Scamper Along the Old Santa Fe Trail by William E. Curtis
(p. 79) which is described as "not only secondary but tertiary." My only
criticism of this bibliography is that Rittenhouse is not critical often enough.
In both his introduction and annotations, for example, he accepts as fact
the improbable story that Spaniards captured the shipwrecked John R.
Peyton and took him prisoner to Santa Fe in 1773 (pp. 6, 175-76).
Likewise Rittenhouse accepts as fact Samuel Adams Ruddock's arrival in
Santa Fe on June 8, 1821, prior to that of William Becknell (pp. 9, r86).
Howard Louis Conard's "Uncle Dick" Wootton is discussed with little hint
that much of it is hogwash.
But this is indeed quibbling. Just as the Santa Fe Trail was a major
avenue into the West, this volume will become a major guide to the study
of the West, and no one else could have done the job quite as well as Jack
Rittenhouse. That the book will be useful to so many different groupsbook collectors and dealers, librarians and scholars-is testimony to Rittenhouse's own wide-ranging interests as a bibliophile, printer, publisher,
editor, historian, and bibliographer. We are all the richer for his having
brought into print the results of years of assiduous searching and studying.
San Diego State College

DAVID

J. WEBER
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THE TAOS TRAPPERS. By David J. Weber. Norman: The University of
Oklahoma Press, 1971. Pp. xvi, 264. Illus., maps, bibliog., index. $8.95.
I

TAOS has long been associated with the southern Rockies' fur trade, as well
as the famed whisky of the era, Taos Lightning. Professor Weber has focused on the former, with incidental mention of the latter, to produce a
volume which sheds light on an often misunderstood segment of this
western industry.
Information on many of the people involved and the trade in general out
of Taos is sketchy, as the author readily admits, yet he has worked diligently to produce as clear and comprehensive a history as possible. While
the primary emphasis of the book is correctly placed on the 1821-33 period,
covering the peak fur years, this reviewer found the two chapters dealing
with the Spanish attempts to capitalize on the trade in the years prior to
182 I especially fascinating. Spain led the way to open trading, its citizens
being hampered mainly by the lack of a' market for fine furs and the
Indian danger.
The southern fur trade was an individualistic one, unencumbered by the
companies which came to dominate the area to the north. The trappers had
to be skilled not only in their profession, but in smuggling as well, to avoid
Mexican regulations; they succeeded with amazing regularity, leaving no
records by which either the Mexican officials or historians could trace them.
Both the western buff and the professional will learn from The Taos
Trappers. It reads well, is concisely organized, and, despite varied problems,
keeps the subject within the readers' view, while following the devious
expeditions which went out from Taos. The' author and the University of
Oklahoma Press are to be congratulated for a job well done;
Fort Lewis College

DUANE A. SMITH

WHITE OAKS: LIFE IN A NEW MEXICO GOLD CAMP, 1880-1900. By Morris
B. Parker. Edited with an Introduction by C. 1. Sonnichsen. Tucson:
The University of Arizona Press, 1971. Pp. xxiii, 152. Illus., bibliog.,
index. $3.95.
WHITE OAKS, the reminiscences of Morris B. Parker, constitutes asmall but
valuable addition to the growing body of authoritative literature on the
mining West. Parker, ably edited by C. 1. Sonnichsen, tells of the discovery of several high-tenor gold lodes in the Jicarilla Mountains, a few miles
northeast of Carrizozo, New Mexico. He describes the mines that were
sunk on the ore, the growth of the camp of White Oaks about the mines
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and mills, life in the settlement, and its eventual decline and near abandonment. Most striking to the reviewer is the excellent balance of the narrative, particularly in contrast to similar offerings in the past. The majority
of such memoirs lean too far in one direction or the other: the narrators
either dwell upon camp life to the almost total exclusion of the mines and
mills that were its economic mainspring; or else go to the opposite extreme,
to little more than technical monographs. Parker avoids these extremes; the
book covers both aspects so well that the reviewer is left regretting only
that he was not more garrulous.
Parker grew up in the camp during its early days, worked in its mines
(the North and South Homestakes and the Old Abe), was exposed to the
technical and other problems of development, and yet managed to keep an
observant eye on the citizens and their activities. Additional information is
supplied from a variety of sources and is unobtrusively worked into the
format by an editor who needs no introduction to readers of Western
Americana. As a case study of a small mining camp, White Oaks is excellent, a most welcome addition to the literature. It helps greatly in filling the
gap in mineral frontier sources which extends across the thirty years from
the playing-out of Tombstone in 1895 to the introduction of modern copper mining after 1925. It is, incidentally, one of the few non-technical books
which has much to say about the really revolutionary introduction of cyanide milling which, in the reviewer's opinion, marked the end of the old
mineral frontier.
A real pleasure to read, gracefully edited, White Oaks will be of interest
to all whose reading is directed to Lincoln County, New Mexico, western
mining in general, mining camp life, and mining technology. It is recommended without reservations, the more especially since all concerned are
evidently interested in and content with the simple truth about a vanished
gold camp and its workaday history.

Arizona State University

OTIS E. YOUNG, JR.

WESTERN MINING, AN INFORMAL ACCOUNT OF PRECIOUS METALS PROSPECTING, PLACERING, LODE MINING, AND MILLING ON THE AMERICAN
FRONTIER FROM SPANISH TIMES TO 1893. By Otis E Young, Jr. with
the technical assistance of Robert Lenon. Norman, Oklahoma: The
University of Oklahoma Press, 1970. Pp. xvi, 344. Illus., map, app.,
bibliog., index. $8.95.
ON the bookjacket Western Mining is described as a "clear account in words
and pictures of the methods by which gold and silver were won from the
earth of the Old West." It is a misleading statement.
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The book is supposedly written in "layman's language." If that is true,
why does the author resurrect obsolete terms instead of adhering to today's
words? We say sulphides, he chooses sulphurets, a word which went out
with the nineteenth century. Everyone understands that rich and poor ore
mean high grade and low grade ore. But in Western Mining they have to
get used to the antiquated meaning of tenor.
Stilted passages are insignificant compared to improper use of mining
vocabulary. Western Mining supposedly concentrates on gold and silver.
Matte is a mixture of base metal sulphides artificially produced in smelting.
Yet it, and its contrived variations matte pigs, matte ingots, and matte
bullion, appear time and again instead of the proper term, bullion. Drift
mining is a special kind of placer mining where a shaft is sunk through
the gravel to provide access to bedrock gold. But Professor Young uses the
term incorrectly as though it meant any underground mining operation.
Geologists and mining engineers refer to the dip of a bed, vein or stratum;
it is measured from the horizontal. There is no excuse for confusing a lay
reader by . introducing the rare word, hade,
the angle a formation makes
f
with the vertical, as is done in the book.
The. azoguero was the mercury man who had technical charge of patio
process silver ore amalgamation. He took grab samples of the ore pulp in
process and panned them on a vanning plaque made from. a section of
dried gourd shell. In Western Mining the azoguero is designated by the
clumsy term mercurist, and the function of his gourd vanning plaque is
said to be for strewing the reagents over the ore in process. Obviously, this
is misinterpretation because hundredweights and tons of salt, magistral and
lime were added by peons, and would never be spread over a broad surface
by the azoguero with a mere saucer.
The publishers claim that the glossary of Cornish and Mexican mining
terms "will be invaluable to the student of early western documents." Any
student who uses the Spanish language section has only an 80 per cent
chance of accuracy if he depends upon the glossary. It contains 744 entries,
of which 147 are wrong, either misspelled or incorrectly translated. When a
student wants to describe a stamp mill head, he should use the correct
word mazo, not maza. If he reads p6lvora, he should know it means gun
powder, although polvoro appears in the glossary instead. Unless he is
working with centuries-old manuscripts, he will never see cuadrado,
cuajado, and cuarzo spelled with a Q, as in the glossary.
Dr. Young sagely excludes mining engineers from his target audience.
But that does not justify misinterpretation of technical matters which they
understand. Smelter metallurgists are labelled industrial chemists. Wet concentration is confused with smelting. Early Colorado millmen are dismissed as incompetent with "more enthusiasm than knowledge of the art."
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Jigs, once the most popular equipment for concentrating coarse ores, are
still used on dredges and in some mill circuits. The author of Western
Mining claims the jig was "a not very effective device, and apparently soon
abandoned."- Even worse interpretation of the function of a jig is his
remark, "for wet concentration a much better device than the jig was the
vanner." Then, enthusing to the Frue vanner, he completely overlooks that
it was a machine designed specifically for concentrating finely ground ore,
far below the sizes a jig could possibly handle. He is unable, he admits, to
adequately describe the mechanical motion of a Wilfiey table.
The author quotes frequently from Professor Arthur Lakes, and then
surmises, "Lakes misunderstood much of the genesis of ore." Dr. Young's
own, original theories of mineralization are enough to make a geologist
blanch.
Underground mining-more particularly the actual stoping of ore-he
terms the "process of eviscerating [the ore-body]." His description is essentially only a rewrite of Comstock Lode square-set timbering, now almost a
cliche among non-technical writers. And the catchy phrase sistema del
rata, a writer's delight seldom used by engineers, has been expanded to the
dimensions of a major philosophical proposition. The American West was
once dotted with small mines whose owners ran them virtually singlehanded. They practised one indispensable maxim. "Follow the ore." That
was the sistema del rato.
Leaving technology aside, historical authenticity relies upon impeccable
accuracy. But look at the case of invention of the cazo process of silver
ore amalgamation. Professor Young gives credit for it to the eminent Mexican jurist, Don Francisco Xavier de Gamboa, in 1650' Gamboa was born
in Guadalajara inl?I? Everyone else attributes the cazo process to Padre
Alvaro Alonso Barba, in 1590. Yet Dr. Young says of mining engineerjournalist T. A. Rickard that he "was not immune to carelessness with
historical fact."
High-grading, litigation,. salting, and new ore discoveries are told in.
colorful and interesting narration. Assaying is described vividly. Blowpipe
analysis is so carefully portrayed it sounds like instructions for the reader.
But his real darling is mine surveying, which he considers, "the most
recondite and demanding of the engineering arts." It must be taught, he
says, "by intensive formal training in higher mathematics, followed by an
equally intensive practicum." The only prerequisite for the subject in
mining colleges is plane trigonometry, learned in high school.
.
Illustrations are superb, the book is well organized and nicely printed,
with very few errors in the index. The real crux of inaccuracy throughout
the book is due to the author's determination to interpret, and add his
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opinion to, everything he read. Not trained as an engineer, his ideas are
too often obviously wrong. He speaks out firmly about other authors in his
bibliography. A term he used for Todd's Cornish Miner in America can
beaptly applied to Western Mining: recommended with reservations.

Palos Verdes Peninsula

ALAN

PROBERT

EUGENE C. BARKER: HISTORIAN. By William C. Pool. Austin: Texas
State Historical Association, 1971. Pp. 228. Illus., bibliog., index. $10.50.
EUGENE C. BARKER of the University of Texas was a great scholar in the
field of Texas-Mexican history, but he is an impossible subject for a
biographer. Distinguished though he was, he was a man of such determined reserve that he was completely known to none of his colleaguespossibly to no other human being; a man with a tender heart so completely concealed by his forbidding exterior that few people ever knew it
was there. One of his students described him as "a long, lean, lank Texan
with granite face, deep-set honest eyes, a mind like a surgeon's scalpel,
the exterior of an incensed porcupine, and a warm heart soft with sympathy for all humanity." He looked and behaved so much like an Indian
s<l;chem that his colleagues called him "The Chief."
Although he had warm friends, a wife and a son, a man like that could
hardly be the subject of an agony-and-ecstasy-type biography. Why, then,
would anyone want to write about him? The answer, first of all, is that
he shaped and inspired several generations of historians who hold his
memory in reverence; and, second, that he was a completely honest and
completely fearless battler all his life long for what he considered just and
true and good. As people sometimes say about a piece of machinery, "They
don't make them that way any more."
Author William C. Pool, one of Barker's boys who is now a professor
of history at Southwest Texas State University, doesn't even try to compete with the literary biographers. He does not strive for grace of style.
He never invents dialogue. He does not think in scenes or look for ways
to achieve drama. His book is a piece of historical writing, carefully
documented, full of quotations, intent on getting at primary sources. He
relies, as Barker taught him to do, on Barker's own writings, on his correspondence, on the written testimony of his friends and colleagues, and
even on notes taken by his former students in class. He seldom conjectures
or speculates and avoids the shadowy places of Barker's mind. The relations between Barker and his wife, for instance, or between Barker and
his son, are never mentioned. The fact is, Dr. Pool's book is not so much
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an account of Barker the human being as it is a record of Barker's career
as scholar, teacher, and citizen.
It was a career interesting enough to deserve a recording. Barker was
an East Texas country boy who had trouble getting an education worthy
of the name. When he was only fourteen, his father died, leaving him
to be the man of the family. He failed English on his first attempt to
enter the university and worked as a blacksmith while getting ready for
his second, and successful, try. The University of Texas, when he became
a student in 1895, consisted of 482 students, a forty-acre campus, and
three buildings.
The rest of the story follows Barker as he picks up the burden laid
down by Lester G. Bugbee and George P. Garrison, builds a notable
history department, and works with such men as Herbert Eugene Bolton,
Charles W. Hackett, Walter Prescott Webb, Charles W. Ramsdell, John
A. Lomax, and Harry Yandell Benedict in making the University of
Texas a first-class institution.
He was there in the summer of 1917, fighting for freedom to teach and
to investigate, when Governor Jim Ferguson attempted to make the
university a political football. He was still there in 1945 when the controversy broke out over the dismissal of President Rainey. It was Barker's
son who brought horne a copy of John Dos Passos' The Big Money, on
the sophomore reading list, and helped to touch off civil war on the
campus.
Politically, he was an ultra-conservative who hated Roosevelt and tried
to keep us out of World War II. In his own discipline, however, he
preached and practiced the unbiased approach, the marshaling of evidence, the rejection of popular delusions. In his work on the struggle for
Texas independence, for instance, he attacked the notion that the Texans
were an abused minority fighting for justice. The Mexicans, he was
convinced, were unusually friendly, tolerant and cooperative. The "grievances" of the colonists were mostly mythical.
It took a man of courage and integrity to stand up for this point of view
in Texas, and courage and integrity were Barker's leading traits. As a
result his work on Stephen F. Austin and the early days of Texas history
still stands up. No one questioned the propriety of dedicating the Barker
Texas History Center to him in 1950, while he was still alive to participate
in the ceremonies. This and the other honors and distinctions which carne
to him were no more, as Dr. Pool shows, than what was due to a great
Texan and a great human being.
The University of Texas at E1 Paso

C. 1. SONNICHSEN
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BORN TO BE A SOLDIER, THE MILITARY CAREER OF WILLIAM WING LORING
OF ST. AUGUSTINE, FLORIDA. By William 1. Wessels. Fort Worth: Texas
Christian University Press, 1971. Pp. vi, 122. mus., apps., index. $3.50'
THIS is a strange book to come from a university press. It has neither footnotes nor bibliography. It has an atrocious index. What is worse, it is
badly written, with faulty grammar, poor choice of words, paragraphs of
useless or peripheral information, cant expressions, and sententious remarks. If it were sound history or biography, all this might be overlooked,
but it is not. The chapter on the Mexican War sounds as though it were
based on a Texas-approved textbook. The chapter on Oregon could have
come from the Oregon Blue Book. The chapter on Egypt appears to be
based on Loring's own book-the only one cited. Raymond Settle's book,
March of the Mounted Ri~emen (Glendale, Calif., 1940) may have been
consulted, but not to much advantage. There is no evidence that manuscripts or archives were used. The book may be the published form of a
thesis; the reviewer has not tried to find out, for fear of discovering that
it is.
William Wing Loring, who fought in the Seminole War, Mexican War,
Indian wars, Civil War, and as "Pasha Loring" in Egypt was a remarkable
man. He deserves better than this.
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POWER AND CONFLICT IN A MEXICAN COMMUNITY: A STUDY OF POLITICAL
INTEGRATION. By Antonio Ugalde. Albuquerque: The University of New
Mexico Press, 1970. Pp. xxi, 193. Figures, tables, bibliog., index. $10.00.
ANTONIO UGALDE has added a tightly written and solidly researched volume
to the growing literature on community power structures in Latin America.
In his study of Ensenada, Ugalde gives us an intimate view of conflict,
power diffusion, and integration among political elites in this middle-sized
coastal city in Baja California. He rejects the prevailing notion among
United States sociologists that local power is monolithically controlled and
exercised. His findings reBect his methodology. Instead of tabulating the
imagery of non-elitist respondents as to where the power lies-i.e., the "reputational" approach in modern sociology-Ugalde focuses on the interactions
and perceptions of the power holders themselves; i.e., the "decisional"
method favored by political scientists. He has extensively interviewed labor
leaders, city officials, leading businessmen, and others prominent in city
politics. He has also reviewed the voluminous minutes of labor union and
commercial group meetings, perused official documents, and personally at-
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tended several meetings during his nine-month field trip. As a result, the
author portrays Ensenada as a highly complex and pluralistic political system, one in which widely differing interests are articulated and conflicts resolved through various private, legal, and political media.
Three of his findings should be particularly interesting to students of
Latin America. First, the state governor of Baja California plays an important role in mediating disputes, articulating local demands, and channeling
public services where the Federal Executive is involved. Such a key role
for the governor partly results from the lack of any effective constituent
representation performed by state and federal legislators. Ensenada (and
other municipalities, Ugalde suggests) both gains and loses by the arrangement. On the one hand, the city benefits when the governor intercedes on
its behalf; on the other, local needs are grossly under-represented in the
state's budget.
Second, Professor Ugalde repudiates an increasingly popular thesis in
Anglo-American academic circles that the Mexican Revolution is effectively
"dead" because the dominant PRI (Party of Revolutionary Institutions) has
alienated the masses, become arbitrary and authoritarian, and ceased being
a viable integrator and governing agent. Ugalde finds that the PRI, under
strong competitive pressure from the PAN (Party of National Action),
locally promotes the interests of the workers, develops mechanisms for
compromise and reducing social tensions, and enhances political integration
among disparate socio-economic groups. He concludes that adoption of a
multi-party system in Mexico would endanger "the peaceful routinization
of the labor-management conflict. . . . [and] the basis for a pluralistic
society...." (p. 180). In a final point, however, Ugalde sounds a warning
to both the PRI and the advocates of political centralization as the way to
economic planning and development. In Ensenada the federal bureaucracy
fails to coordinate the efforts of its own and state and local agencies in providing adequate public services. All three bureaucracies, in fact, are guilty
of excessive political patronage, corruption, and mismanagement of already
scarce resources. This last deficiency could well spell the end of PRI supremacy in the Mexican campo.
There is little to criticize and much to recommend in this book. A few
instances of a ponderous style and questionable terminology dampen the
reader's interest. All in all, however, Ugalde has fashioned an incisive,
highly important account of local Mexican politics.
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